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Antitrust enforcement by the Justice De
partment; 

Various managerial and technical aids 
available from the Commerce Department; 

Efforts by the Office of Defense Mobiliza
tion to strengthen the productive potential 
of small firms in our defense program, and 
helping small business in the housing field. 

These are sound objectives. 
ANTIMONOPOL Y ACTION IN CONGRESS 

One continuing threat to the future of 
small business is monopoly and monopolistic 
practices. More and more, small business 
is being faced with competition from chains, 
merged corporations and big business in 
general. 

As you may know, I am a member of the 
Senate Judiciary Committee. Currently, we 
are examining proposals for protecting the 
small-business man. 

Many people !eel that the recent increase 
ln corporate mergers may jeopardize some
what the freedom with which the small
business man may operate. So, our monop
oly subcommittee is considering, among 
other matters, the problem of mergers, as 
well as diverse monopolistic practices as they 
affect the free economy of our Na~ion. 
- Our objective, of course, is to determine 

legislative action which is necessary to pro- · 
vide a fair competitive climate for the small
business man. 

PROGRAM FOR 1956 

Meanwhile, our large job-our overall 
job-is to blueprint a program that will pave 
the way for full speed ahead progress. The 
objectives of this program are to: · 

1. Provide and preserve a fair competitive 
environment for the small-business man. 

2. Continue to assist the small-business 
man with access to financing, technical 
guidance, and other aids. 

3. Continue the VA home and FHA loan 
programs to · provide better homes for more 
Americans. 

SENATE 
l\foNDAY, JUNE 25, 1956 

(Legislative day of Friday, June 22, 
1956) 

The Senate met at 12 o'clock meridian, 
on the expiration of the recess. 

· The Chaplain, Rev. Frederick Brown 
Harris, D. D., offered the following 
prayer: 

God of all grace and love, Thou 
searcher of men's hearts, help us in this 
opening moment of a new week's council 
concerning the future of the Nation and 
of the world to draw near unto Thee, in 
tranquillity, in humility, in sincerity. It 
is at Thy word that man goeth forth unto 
his work and to his labor, until the eve
ning. Keep within the grasp of Thy firm 
hand the threads of each day's words and 
deeds, that we may not mar the fair 
design of what Thou wouldst do for us 
and through us. In times of turmoil may 
we find Thy peace, and for its tasks yet 
set before us grant Thy empowering. 

Possess us with Thy passion for purity 
and peace. · Purge our besetting sins by 
~Y cleansing fire, that for this troubled 
day we may be the faithful servants of 
Thy .redeeming will for all mankind. In 
the dear Redeemer's name. Amen. 

THE JOURNAL 
On request of Mr. JOHNSON of Texas, 

and by unanimous consent, the reading 

4. Make a thorough study of reserve ma
terial-to avert shutdowns due to shortage 
of building materials. 

5. Assist in "selling" the "Better Living 
for Mo·re Americans" theme to all America. 

6. Provide more adequate homes for our 
elder citizens. 

7. Meet the needs of business and industry 
expansion-relative to erection of more fac
tories, machine shops, service buildings, and 
other construction. 

8. Enact tax relief for small-businessmen. 
I recently joined in cosponsoring such a 
bill. 

9. Provide ample credit to enable busi
nesses to operate at maximum efficiency. 

10. Expand the program of nonresidential 
buildings, churches, schools, and other con
struction. 

The new Federal-State highway law will 
be a tremendous boost. It will involve $37 
billion in road work over a 13-year period. 
And this, in turn, should mean a vast amount 
of new buildings alongside the roads as well. 

SPOTTY UNEM_PLOYMENT IN UNITED STATES 
I said, at the outset, that we have entered 

into a "golden age." I firmly believe this. 
· But I am a realist, not a Pollyanna. I do 

not wear rose-colored glasses. 
We all know that there are trouble spots 

here and there. 
In the State of Wisconsin, we have hit a 

few bumps in the road, particularly in auto
producing ce·nters a:qd in areas where farm 
implements are manufactured, as well as in 
sbme other places. 

.Coming as· you do from the 48 States, you 
know that here and there, some of your own 
State's industries have had to cut back, and 
there is unemployment and shrinking of pur
chasing power. 

Meanwhile, our American productivity is so 
enormous-our mass producing of washing 
machines, air conditioners, dryers, and all 
the other vast variety of appliances is con
~tantly growing to such an extent that, in-

of the Journal of the proceedings of Fri
day, June 22, 1956, was dispensed with. 

SENATOR FROM KENTUCKY 

Mr. CLEMENTS. Mr. President, I 
send to the desk the certificate of ap
pointment of the Honorable ROBERT 
HUMPHREYS to serve as a Member of the 
Senate from Kentucky. The certificate 
is signed by the Honorable Albert Benja
min Chandler, Governor of the Common
wealth of Kentucky. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The certifi
cate will be read. 

The certificat~ of appointment was 
read and ordered·. to be placed on file, as 
follows: 

COMMONWEALTH OF KENTUCKY, 
ExECUTIVE CHAMBER, 

Frankfort, June 21, 1956. 
To the PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES: 

This is to certify that pursuant to the 
power vested in me by the Constitution of 
the United States and the laws of the Com
monwealth of Kentucky, I, Albert Benjamin 
Chandler, the Governor of said Common
wealth, do hereby appoint ROBERT HUMPHREYS 
a Senator from said Commonwealth to rep
resent said _ Commonwealth in the Senate of 
the United States until the va,cancy therein, 
caused by the death of Senator Alben W. 
Barkley, is filled by election, as provided by 
law. 

Witness: His excellency our Governor, A. B. 
Chandler, and our seal hereto affixed at 

evitably, we must open up whole new mar
kets, if we are to absorb the productivity. 

I think we can do so. In fact, we must 
do so. 

MORE MIDDLE CLASS AMERICANS 

Fortunately, the record of the past few 
years shows that more and more Americans 
are graduating upward into the middle class. 
That means more people who want better 
home heating and who want air conditioning 
and other essential features of comfortable 
living. 

The so-called lower income brackets are 
shrinking in percentage of the total popula
tion. And the percentage of our people who 
are in what we call the middle class is in
creasing. 

But if ever there was a country which is 
truly "classless", it is ours. 

That does not mean that there cannot be a 
wide difference of income, because obviously 
there is. 

But it does mean that ours is a ladder-of
success society. A man of humblest origin 
can rise from his shirtsleeves and can ac
cumulate considerable means by his own 
hard work. 

It is my task as a legislator to keep our 
society this way. I want to keep it expand
ing, dynamic, rather than to see it become 
frigid, frozen-with people unable to climb 
up the ladder of success. 

To do so, we must, of course, have a sound 
tax system, a sound credit policy, sound 
labor-management teamwork. 

And we must have a government which 
gives overall encouragement to you and your 
associates in serving America's expanding 
needs. 

CONCLUSION 
It has been a great pleasure to be with you 

today. I hope that when you return to your 
States you will carry with you the most 
pleasant memories of this convention. And 
I hope that the day will not be long distant 
when you will return to the Badger State. 

Frankfort; Ky., this 21st day of June, in the 
year of our Lord 1956. 

ALBERT BENJAMIN CHANDLER, 
Governor. 

By the Governor: 
THELMA L. STOVALL, 

Secretary of State. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If the Sena
~or-designate will present himself at the 
desk, the oath of office will be adminis
tered to him. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Kentucky, es
corted by Mr. CLEMENTS, advanced to the 
Vice President's desk, and the oath of of
fice prescribed by law was administered 
to him -by the Vice President, and was 
subscribed by him. 

ORDER FOR TRANSACTION OF 
ROUTINE BUSINESS 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi
dent, I ask unanimous consent that there 
may be a morning hour for the presenta
tion of petitions and memorials, the in
troduction of bills, and the transaction 
of other routine business, subject to a 
2-minute limitation on statements. 
. The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob
jection, it is so ordered. 

PROPOSED CONCESSION CONTRACT, 
GLACIER NATIONAL PARK, MONT. 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 

Senate a letter from the Assistant Secre
tary of the Interior, transmitting, pur
suant to law, a proposed concession con-
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tract in Glacier National Park, Mont., 
which with the accompanying papers, 
was r~ferred to the Committee on Inte
rior and Insular Affairs. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS 
Petitions, etc., were laid before the 

Senate, or presented, and referred as in
dicated: 

By the VICE PRESIDENT: 
A resolution of the Senate of the Common

wealth of ·Massachusetts; to the Committee 
on Finance: 
"Resolutions memorializing the President 

and the Congress of the United States 
relative to the proposals and recommenda
tions of the President's Commission on 
Veterans' Pensions · 
"Whereas the President's Commission on 

Veterans' Pensions established on January 
14, 1955, under Executive Order 10588, sub
mitted its repox-t, including findings and 
recommendations to the President of the 
United States on April 23, 1956; and . 

"Whereas many of the recommendations 
contained in this report, commonly called 
the Bradley report, would drastically alter 
the general philosophy behind veterans' ben
efits in the United States as it has evolved 
over a long period of · years and substitute 
a set of ·sociological principles wholly un
related to the peculiarities of the veterans' 
problems: Therefore be it 

"Resolved, That the Massachusetts Sena~e 
respectfully urges the President and the 
Congress of the United States to take no 
action based on said report that would result 
in derogation of veterans' benefits; and be it 
further 

"Resolved, That copies of these resolutions 
be transmitted forthwith by the clerk of the 
senate to the President of the United States 
and to the Presiding Officer of each branch 
of Congress. · 

"Senate, June 14, 1956, adopted. 
''RICHARD I. FURBUSH, 

"President. 
'IRVING N. HAYDEN, 

"Clerk." 

A resolution adopted by the 36th annual 
convention of the Wisconsin Federation of 
Business and Professional Women's Clubs, 
Inc., Green Lake, Wis., relating to deepen
ing of the connecting channels of the Great 
Lakes; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

A paper, in _the nature of a petition, from 
the Croatian Catholic Union of the Unit~d 
States of America, Gary, Ind., relating to the 
enslavement of the Croatian people; to the 
Committee on · Foreign Relations. 

RESOLUTION OF POSTAL TRAl~S-
PORT ASSOCIATION, DENVER, 
COLO. 
Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous conserit . to have printed ·in 
the RECORD a resolution adopted by the 
National Postal Transport Association of 
Denver, Colo., relating to the recognition 
of organizations of postal and Federal 
employees. 

There being no objection, the resolu
tion was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 
RESOLUTION OF NATIONAL POSTAL TRANSPORT 

ASSOCIATION, DENVER, COLO., BRANCH, JUNE 
11, 1956 
Whereas Senator OLIN D. JOHNSTON, of 

South Carolina, and Senator WILLIAM LAN• 
GER, of North Dakota, have worked long and 
hard for our benefit by their sponsoring of 
s. 2875, s. 3593, and other beneficial legis
lation: ·Therefore be it · 

Resolved, That the Denver branch, Na
tional Postal Transport Association, hereby 

commends and thanks them fo_r their efforts 
1n our behalf; and be it further 

Resolved, That a copy of this resolution 
be sent to Senators JoHN.STON and LANGER 
a.Iii a token of our appreciation and re~ar<l. 

RESOLUTION OF BALTIC COMMIT
TEE, WASHINGTON, D. C. 

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent to have printed in 
the RECORD a resolution adopted at a 
mass meeting of citizens of Estonian, 
Latvian, and Lithuanian descent, held 
at Washington, D. C., together with a 
joint statement of Baltic diplomatic rep
resentatives relating to the anniversary 
of the beginning of mass deportation in 
the Baltic States by the Soviet Union. 

There being no objection, the resolu
tion and joint statement were ordered to 
be printed in the RECORD, as fallows: 
BALTIC COMMI'ITEE OF WASHINGTON, D. C., 

Washington, D. C. June 10, 1956. 
DEAR SIR: I have the honor to submit the 

following resolution unanimously adopted by 
citizens and residents of Estonian, Latvian, 
and Lithuanian descent, assembled this day 
at Pierce Hall, Washington, D. C., to com
memorate the first mass deportations of 
citizens from Estonia, Latvia, and Lithu
ania, perpetrated by the Government of· the 
Soviet Union on June 14, 1941, and to raise 
our voice in protest against the continuous 
violation of fundamental human rights, and 
enslavement of the Baltic States by the 
Soviet Union: 

"Whereas the Soviet Union has arbitrarily 
occupied and established Communist regimes 
in Estonia, Latvia, and Lithuania, and con
tinues to enslave the people of these demo
cratic republics; and 

"Whereas June 14, 1941, marks the begin
ning of Soviet mass deportations of citizens 
from Estonia, Latvia, and· Lithuania to slave 
labor into the subarctic tundra, Siberia, 
and the steppes of Kazakhstaµ, and that 
such deportations still are continuing; and 

"Whereas the Government of the United 
States has refused to recognize the incorpo
ration of Estonia, Latvia, and Lithuania into 
the Soviet Union and is steadfastly con
tinuing recognition of their lawful diplo
matic representatives in this country; and 

"Whereas the President of the United 
States and the Prime Minister of Great 
Britain on February 1, 1956, in their Wash
ington Declaration stated that 'Millions of 
people of different blood, religions -and tradi
tions have been forcibly incorporated within 
the Soviet Union' and that •• • • we shall 
help ourselves and others to peace, freedom 
and social progress maintaining human 
·rights where they are already secure, de
fending them when they are in peril and 

· peacefully restoring them where they have 
temporarily been lost'; ~e it 

· "Resolved, That we, here assembled in 
prayerful mourning for the victims of Soviet 
aggression and genocide in the Baltic coun
tries, vigorously protest against the continu
ous practice of genocide and enslavement of 
the Baltic peoples by the Soviet Union; and 
be it further 

"Resolved, That we respectfully request the 
Government of the United States to initiate 
action by the United Nations with the aim 
of achieving the withdrawal of Soviet occu
pation forces from the Baltic States and com
plete restoration of their sovereignties; and 
be it finally 

#'Resolved, That we express our sincerest 
gratitude to the people, the Congress, and 
the Government of the United States for 
their resolute support and encouragement of 
the Baltic nations' struggle for regaining 
their liberty, and that we pledge our un
equivocal support to America's leadership in 

the fateful fight of the free world against 
totalitarian Communist aggression." 

Faithfully yours, . 
Dr. D. KRrvicKAS, 

. Chairman. 

JOINT STATEMENT BY THE BALTIC DIPLOMATIC 
REPRESENTATIVES IN CONNECTION WITH THE 
COMMEMORATION OF THE 15TH ANNIVERSARY 
OF THE BEGINNING OF MASS DEPORTATIONS 
IN THE BALTIC STATES BY THE SOVIET UNION, 
PIERCE HALL, WASHINGTON, D. c .. JUNE 10. 
1956 

On the eve of World War II, the Baltic 
States became victims of the Soviet aspira
tion for world domination. Soviet leaders 
opened the gates of aggression in Europe by 
the ·Molotov-Ribbentrop pact, signed on Au
gust 23, 1939. By this pact, the Soviet Union 
secured a free hand in eastern Poland, Lat
via, and Estonia, and later, on September 28, 
1939, by means of an additional protqcol, 
also Lithuania was included in the Soviet 
Communist sphere of influence of the Soviet 
Union. The enslavement of the Baltic States 
was undertaken notwithstanding the Soviet's 
most solemn declarations and treaty obliga
tions to respect the territorial integrity and 
political independence of the Baltic coun
tries and not to interfere with their domestic 
affairs. All · that followed-the forced con
clusion of mutual assistance ·pacts between 
the Soviet Union and the Baltic States, mili
tary occupation, formation of puppet gov
ernments, farcical elections-is now a well
established fact. . . 

The occupation and incorporation of the 
Baltic States into the Soviet Union was only 
the prelude to the whole campaign of terri
torial acquisitions on the part of the Soviet 
Union in Europe and Asia. 

"Millions of people of different blood, re
ligions, and traditions have been forcibly 
incorporated within the Soviet Union, and 
many millions more have, in fact, although 
not always in form, been absorbed into th~ 
Soviet Communist bloc. In Europe alone, 
some 100 million people, in what were once 
10 independent nations, are compelled, 
against their will, to work for the glorifica
tion and aggrandizement of the Soviet Com
munist state. 

"The Communist rulers have expresse!i, 
in numerous documents and manifestos, 
their purpose to extend the practice of con:i-
munism, by every possible means, until it 
encompasses the world. To this end they 
have used military and political force in the 
past. They continue to seek the same goals, 
and they have now added economic induce
ments to .their other methods of penetration. 

"It would be illusory to hope that in their 
foreign policies, political and economic, th~ 
Soviet rulers would reflect a concern for the 
rights of other peoples which they do not 
show toward the men and women they al
ready rule." (Joint declaration made by the 
President of the United States of America 
and the Prime Minister of the United King
dom in Washington on February 1, 1956.) 

The same goal of world domination and 
expansion was recently reiterated at the 20th 
Congress of the Communist Party of the 
Soviet Union. 

"The Communist Party of ·the Soviet 
Union follows Lenin's thesis that 'all nations 
will realize socialism, this is inevitable, but 
not all of them in the same way.'" 

To this Khrushchev added: 
"These (bourgeois) politicians do not dare 

to declare that capitalism will perish in the 
new world war, if they will wage it, but they 
are already forced to admit publicly tha.t 
the socialist camp is invincible. 

"It is true," said Khrushchev in his report 
to the 20th Congress, "that we recognize the 
necessity to transform in a revolutionary way 
the capitalist society into the socialist so
ciety. • • • It does not at all follow from 
the fact that we stand for peaceful coexist
ence and economic competition with capital
ism, that the strul;}igle against bourgeous 



10864 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD_,, SENATE June 25 

1deology, against the survival of c~pitalism 
in the minds of meh can be relaxed. 

Soviet imperialism in Europe and Asia has 
been imposed with greatest ruthlessness, and 
it has been accompanied with an appalling 
amount of human misery. 

Today we are commemorating the mass de
portations which began in our countries in 
June 1941 and which still continue under one 
'form or another. In those tragic days, of 
June more than 100,000 Estonians, Latvians, 
and Lithuanians were deported to remote 
areas of the· Arctic and Siberia. Since then 
our people have been deprivied of the most 
elementary human rfghts and have been ex
posed to torture and starvation in forced 
labor camps. On the testimony of hundreds 
of eyewitnesses, the Select Committee To In
vestigate the Incorporation of the Baltic 
states Into the U. S. S. R. of the House of 
Representatives of the United States in 1954 
established the following: 

"The u. s. s. R. has been and is now en
gaged in a ruthless program of sovietization 
in Estonia, Latvia, and Lithuania, employing 
the well known Communist tactics of arrest 
and detention without cause, torture cham
bers, mass deportations to slave labor can:ps, 
population transfer, and wide-scale political 
murders." 

After a detailed analysis of the facts, the 
committee concluded: 

"The evidence is overwhelming ·and con
clusive that Estonia, Latvia, and Lithuania 
were forcibly occupied and illegally annexed 
by the u. s. S. R. Any claims by the U. S. 
s. R. that the elections conducted by them 
in July 1940 were free and voluntary and 
that the resolutions adopted by the repre
senting parliaments petitioning for recogni
tion as a Soviet Republic were legal, are false 
and without foundation in fact." (Tl).ird 
Interim Report, 1954, p. 8.) 

The Baltic nations, like the other Soviet 
subjugated nations behind the Iron Curtain 
are firmly convinced that as ramparts of 
western civilization they will not be aban
doned by the free world. Therefore, we 
highly appreciate the Joint Declaration of 
the President of the United States and the 
Prime Minister of the United Kingdom made 
in Washington on February 1, 1956, setting 
forth their attitµde toward the struggle be
tween the western and Communist worlds, 
wherein they expressed the hope of all the 
captive nations as follows: · 

"We (of the West) shall help ourselves and 
others to peace, freedom and social progress, 
maintaining human rights where they are 
already secure, defending them wheri they 
are in peril and peacefully restoring them 
where they have temporarily been lost." 

At this solemn commemoration, together 
with millions of other Estonians, Latvians, 
and Lithuanians throughout the world, we 
mourn those compatriots who . have fallen 
victim to the Communist conspiracy and 
those who are still struggling for their lives 
in the remote reaches of the Arctic and Si
beria, or in their own lands-Estonia, Latvia, 
and Lithuania. 

We must again state that our goal has been 
and will always remain the reestablishment 
of the complete independence and full sov
ereignty of our nations, and we have faith 
that with the help of God, Estonia, Latvia, 
and Lithuania will achieve that freedom and 
independence. 

RESOLUTION OF THE NORTHWEST 
REGION, ZIONIST ORGANIZATION 
OF AMERICA 
Mr. HUMPHREY of Minnesota. Mr. 

President, the midyear conference of the 
northwest region of the Zionist Organi
zation of America was held in Milwaukee, 
Wis., on June 3. 

I ask unanimous consent that a resolu
tion dealing with the Near· East which 

was adopted at this conference be printed 
in the RECORD and ref erred to the appro
priate committee. 

There being no objection, the resolu
tion was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, and ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

The northwest region, Zionist Organiza
tion of America, representing 20 Zionist dis
tricts in Minnesota, Wisconsin, North and 
South Dakota, assembled in midyear con
ference at the Hotel Schroeder in Milwaukee, 
Wis., on Sunday, June 3, 1956, adopted the 
following resolution: 

"We deplore the refusal of the Department 
of State to accede to Israel's request for de
fensive weapons and we deem-such refusal to 
be inimical to the best interests of the United 
States and the free world. 

"We commend the efforts of the United 
Nations Secretary General in reducing ten
sions in the border area of Palestine by secur
ing observance of the armistice agreements. 
However, so long as the flow of Communist 
arms to Egypt continues unabated, notwith
standing Soviet assurances of peaceful intent, 
an attack upon Israel by the power hungry 
dictator of Egypt and his allies cannot be 
ruled out. 

"The recent debate in the United Nations 
provides- further proof of the arrogant and 
belligerent attitude of the Arab nations 
toward a 'mutually acceptable' solution of 
the Arab-Israeli conflict. 

"We call upon the President and the Sec
retary of State to act promptly and cou
rageously with reference to the Middle East 
by furnishing Israel with the American arms 
it needs for legitimate self-defense. Defen
sive arms in the hands of the State of Israel 
will be a potent deterrent to aggression and 
will thus contribute to peace and stability in 
that area." 

CHANGES IN POSTAL MANUAL
RESOLUTION 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Minnesota. Mr. 
President, I ask unanimous consent that 
a resolution adopted by the Minneapolis 
and St. Paul Joint Council of Postal Em
ployees concerning changes in the Postal 
Manual, part 741, be printed at this point 
in the RECORD, and appropriately re
ferred. 

There being no objection, the resolu
tion was referred to the Committee on 
Post Office and Civil Service, and or
dered to be printed in the RECORD, as 
follows: 

CHANGES IN THE POSTAL MANUAL, PART 741 
Whereas recent changes in the Postal Man

ual have been issued to force upon postal 
workers punitive restrictions which will 
humiliate and degrade all members of em
ployee unions; and 

Whereas a few examples will show that 
these changes could be designed to weaken 

. and destroy postal unions which are the only 
groups dedicated to the improvement of 
service to the public; and 

Whereas the first sentence of 741.4 is re
dundant as it is covered completely by libel. 
laws which apply to all citizens of our coun
try; and 

Whereas the second sentence of 741.4 es
tablishes rigid censorship which violates 
every concept of American democracy; and 

Whereas the third sentence of 741.4 is an 
example of picayunish tactics invoked to 
demean the position of the. postal .worker; 
and · 

Whereas the first sentence of 741.5 need
lessly and callously revokes a. policy which 
bas existed since 1912; and 

Whereas no valid reason for these -changes 
has been given by any official of · the Postal 

Department; not one official bas contended 
that these changes would reduce the deficit 
or improve the service to the public: There
fore be it 

Resolved, That the Minneapolis and St. 
Paul Joint Council of Postal Employees urges 
that these orders be rescinded and that a 
copy of this resolution be sent to each Sen
ator from Minnesota and to each Represent
ative from the Minneapolis-St. Paul area. 

THOMAS NOLIN, 
President. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 
The following reports of committees 

were submitted: 
By Mr. MURRAY, from the Committee on 

Interior and Insular Affairs, with amend
ments: 

s. J. Res. 139. Joint resolution to provide 
for the observance and commemoration of 
the fiftieth anniversary of the first confer
ence of State governors for the protection in 
the public interest, of the natural resources 
of the United States (Rept. No. 22.99). 

By Mr. EASTLAND, from the Committee 
on the Judiciary, without amendment: 

S. 2272. A bill for the relief of Evangelos 
Demetre Kargiotis (Rept. No. 2305); 

S. 2644. A bill for the relief of Hasan Mu
hammad Tiro (Rept. No. 2306); 

S. 2761. A bill for the relief of Fethi Hep
cakici (Rept. No. 2307); 

S. 2803. A bill for the relief of Max Mazak 
Terian and his wife, Maria Terian (Rept. No. 
2308); 

s. 2826. A bill for the relief of Doctor 
Ching-Lin Hsia and wife, Wai Tsung Hsia 
(Rept. No. 2309); 

S. 284.6. A bill for the relief of Don-chean 
Chu (Rept. No. 2310); 

S. 2904. A bill for the relief of Rosaiind 
Chang (Rept. No. 2311); 

S. 2955. A bill for the relief of Anna Justine 
Cakste (Rept. No. 2312); 

S. 2958. A bill for the relief bf Elisabeth 
Hollas (Rept. No. 2313); 

S. 3016. A bill for the relief of Mayland 
Township, Carpio, N. Dak. (Rept. No. 2314); 

S. 3059. A bill for the relief of No Kum 
Sok (also known as Kenneth No) (Rept. No. 
2315); 

S. 3171. A bill for the relief of Mrs. Riva 
Kagan (Rept. No. 2316); 

S. 3194. A bill for the relief of Henr.y 
Lappeman (Rept. No. 2317); · 

S. 3196. A bill for the relief of Helen Mar 
Stanger (Rept. No. 2318); 

S. 3206. A bill for the relief of Saveria Ve
lona Gangemi (Rept. No. 2319); 

S. 3209. A bill for the relief of Paul Ed
ward Horn (Rept. No. 2320); 

S. 3217. A bill for the relief of Mrs. Thomas 
L. Davidson (Rept. No. 2321); · 

S. 3218. A bill for the relief of Joaquin 
Flores-Munoz (Rept. No. 2322); 

S . 3253. A bill for the relief of Chiyoko 
Tominaga Beckmann (Rept. No. 2323); 

S. 3255. A bill for the relief of Amin Habib 
Nabhan (Rept. No. 2324); 

S . 3276. A bill for the relief of Jan Hovorka 
(Rept. No. 2325); 

H . R. 877. A bill for the relief of Mrs. Rose 
Amoresano and her children (Rept. No. 
2336); 

H. R. 3960. A bill for the relief of Maria del 
Carmen Gago Santana (Rept. No. 2338); 

H. R . 4031. A bill to consider residence in 
American Samoa or the Trust Territory of 
the Pacific Islands by certain employees of 
the governments thereof, and their depend
ents, as residence in the United States for 
naturalization purposes (Rept. No. 2337): 

H. R. 4141. A bill for the relief .of :Vivencia 
Fern·ando Raymundo, Bienvenida Raymundo, 
Lolita Raymundo, Agnes Raymundo, Henry 
Raymundo, and Fred Raymundo (Rept. No. 
2339); 

H. R. 4851. A bill for the relief of the 
Kelmoor Fox & Fur Farm, Inc. (Rept. No. 
2340); . 
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H. R. 5041. A bill for the relief of Mrs, 

Margaret Dows Thyberg (Rept. No. 2341); 
H. R. 5635. A bill for the relief of Dr. Wo• 

lodymyr Fedyniak and others (Rept. No. 
2342); and 

H. R. 11499. A bill to amend the Texas 
City Disaster Claims Act (Rept. No. 2343). 

By Mr. EASTLAND, from the Comniittee 
on the Judiciary, with an amendment: 

S. 1847. A bill for the relief of Alecos 
Markos Karavasilis and his wife, Steliani 
Karavasilis (Rept. No. 2326); 

S. 2022. A bill for the relief of Arnold 
Rosenthal (Rept. No. 2327); 

S. 2882. A bill for the relief of Mrs. Ger. 
aldine Elaine Sim (Rept. No. 2328); 

S . 3583. A bill for the relief of Mathilde 
Gombard-Liatzky (Rept. No. 2329); 

S . 3650. A bill for the relief of the town 
of Freeport, Maine (Rept. No. 2330); 

H. R. 1761. A bill to relieve certain vet• 
erans who relied on an erroneous interpre
tation of the law from liability to repay a 
portion of the subsistence allowances which 
t h ey received under the Servicemen's Re
adjustment Act of 1944 (Rept. No. 2344); 

H. R. 1876. A bill for the relief of Martin 
M. Sorensen (Rept. No. 2345); 

H. R. 9371. A bill for the relief of John R. 
Henry (Rept. No. 2346); and 

H. Con. Res. 221. Concurrent resolution fa
voring the granting of the status of perma• 
nent residence to certain aliens (Rept. No, 
2301). 

By Mr. EASTLAND, from the Committee 
on the Judiciary, with amendments: 

S . 1328. A bill for the relief of Doreen 
Tsung-tao Chen (Rept. No. 2331); 

S. 2760. A bill for the relief of Yee Chung 
Fong Ming, Yee Chung Norn Ming, and Gee 
Shee Ming (Rept. No. 2332); 

s . 2916. A bill for the relief of Mrs. Alberta 
Bernard (Rept. No. 2333); 

s. 3012. A bill for the relief of Richard 
Rhen-Yang Lin and his wife Julia Lam Lin 
and their ml.nor child Richard Rhen-Yang 
Lin, Jr. (Rept. No. 2334); 

s. 3030. A bill for the relief of Costantinos 
F . Agoris (Rept. No. 2335); 

H. R. 6190. A bill for the relief of Ens. 
Charles A. Binswanger (Rept. No. 2347); 

H.J. Res. 456. Joint resolution for the re• 
lief of certain relatives of United States citi
zens (Rept. No. 2303); 

H.J. Res. 616. Joint resolution for the re• 
lief of certain aliens (Rept. No. 2304); and 

H. Con. Res. 228. Concurrent resolution ap• 
proving the granting of the status of perma
nent residence to certain aliens (Rept. No. 
2302). 

By Mr. KEFAUVER, from the Committee 
on the Judiciary, with amendments: 

S. 1087. A bill to authorize aftercare pay. 
ments by the Youth Division of the United 
States Board of Parole (Rept. No. 2300). 

By Mr. DANIEL, from the Committee on 
the Judiciary, with an amendment: 

s. 2891. A bill to amend section 709 of title 
18 of the United States Code so as to pro
hibit the use by certain businesses of the 
initials "U. S." in the business or firm name 
or pictures of the Capitol Building and other 
public buildings of the United States in their 
advertising, and to increase the penalties for 
violation of such section (Rept. No. ~351). 

By Mr. DANIEL, from the Committee on 
the Judiciary, with amendments: 

s . 2017. A bill to amend title 18 of the 
United States Code so as to prohibit the mis
use by collecting agencies of names, emblems, 
and insignia to indicate Federal agency 
(Rept. No. 2350). 

OPPOSITION TO SUSPENSION OF DE· 
PORTATION OF CERTAIN ALIENS 
(S. REPT. NO. 2349) 
Mr. EASTLAND, from the Committee 

on the Judiciary, reported an original 
resolution (S. Res. 296) , opposing the 
suspension of deportation of certain 

aliens, which was placed on the calendar~ 
as follow~: 

Resolved, That the Senate does not favor 
the suspension of deportation in the case 
of each alien hereinafter named in which 
case the Attorney General has suspended 
deportation pursuant to section 244 (a) (1) 
of the Immigration and Nationality Act (8 
U.S. C. 1254 (a) (1)): 

A-5163473, Henriksen, Charles Emil. 
E---092802, Petrolekas, Christos Ioannis. 
A-9836943, Van Thoai, Nguyen. 

SUSPENSION OF DEPORTATION OF 
CERTAIN ALIENS (S. REPT. NO. 
2348) 

Mr. EASTLAND, from the Committee 
on the Judiciary, reported an original 
concurrent resolution <S. Con. Res. 84), 
favoring the suspension of deportation of 
certain aliens, which was placed on 'the 
calendar, as follows; 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of 
Representatives concurring), That the Con
gress favors the suspension of deportation 
in the case of each alien hereinafter named, 
in which case the Attorney General has sus• 
pended deportation pursuant to the provi• 
sions of section 244 (a) ( 5) of the Immigra
tion and Nationality Act (66 Stat. 214; 8 
U.S. C. 1254 (c)): 

A-4402414, Feigenbaum, Lena. 
A-1368567, Guszcza, Konstanty. 
A-5540879, Johnson, William, 
A-2436831, Schwartz, Albert. 
A-1328350, Amado, Joseph Barbosa. 
A-2550952, Baum, Louis. 
A-3065105, Cinque, Luigi. 
A-5448287, Donaldson, John Kelly. 
A-2623371, Ekstrom, Gustav Fritz. 
A-3576941, Gabartus, Joseph. 
A-1418512, Gaines, Raymond Verand. 
A-5981807, Gerber, Pauline. 
A-4180130, Hernandez, Narciso. 
A-3483987, Kolek, Frank. 
A-1534631, Martenuk, Wasil. 
A-1087241, Mendez-Perez, Feliciano. 
A-1258280, Mendez-de la Rosa, Anastacio. 
A-5069154, Monteiro, Anthony. 
A-8281823, ?v,Iorrison, John William. 
A-5167345, Murphy, Donald K. 
A-1297962, Okerstrom, Olof Edwin. 
A-5038080, Palen, Adolph. 
A-5407196, Rubenstein, Benjamin. 
A-8478270, Russo, Esteban. 
A-2331492, Schwed, John. 
A-5919577, Sikorski, Adolph. 
A-8678037, Stamatopulos, Andreas Vasilios. 
A-2784150, Tamayo, Maria Salazar de 
A-5574722, Zaks, Aber. 
1300-134264, Castillo, Pedro Contreras. 
A-5991679, Chomsker, Mones. 
A-4722856, Garcia, Eliseo Vasquez. 
A-5237203, Mascitti, Luigi. 
A-3065941, Ruzycki, Walter Stanley. 
A-5880176; Aguayo-Renteria, Felipe. 
A-5543950, Abeson, Louis. 
A-5163391, Briller, Clara Sadie. 
A-4241143, Ceddia, Angelo. 
A-5190234, Duffy, Dorothy B. 
A-5294327, Fellmeth, Martin, 
E-057893, Frumpkin, Paul. 
A-5242017, Golbin, Margaret. 
A-4177923, Gonzales, Louis. 
A-2710779, Gutierrez-Galaviz, Miguel. 
A-4192990, Kaganski, Chaim. 
A-6824870, Kaplan, Morris. 
A-4924358, Kryshtall, Alexander. 
A-5781163, Laro, Francisco. 
A-2513344, Lashuk, Maxime. 
A~3084067, Lysyak, Lucas. 
A-5624182, Marcus, Benjamin. 
A-7142118, Melicharek, John. 
A-4732368, Molina, Salvadora Ozuna. 
A-4338054, Molina, Saturnino Paderes. 
A-8846106, Race, Thomas Frank. 
A-5772133, Radmilo, John. 
A-4385372, Ramirez-Davalos, Dario. 

0300-460796, Reisler, Betty. 
A-4098680, Rodriguez-Borjas, Manuel, 
A-3445360, Rubicz, Stefan. 
A- 10035249, Sedor, Walter Richard. 
A-4683291, Shadletsky, Esther. 
A-2935218, Silverman, George James, 
A-5998756, Spector, Maurice. 
A-5808720, Springer, James. 
A-5758104, Tuxen, Jean Charles. 
A-5767334, Wong, Man Jaw. 
A-1802172, Zahran, Abraham John. 
A-3807772, Zych, Walter Joseph. 

BILLS INTRODUCED 
Bills were introduced, read the first 

time, and, by unanimous consent, the 
second time, and referred as follows: 

· By Mr. KNOWLAND: 
S. 4114. A bill for the relief of certain 

aliens; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. GREEN: 

S. 4115. A bill for the relief of Chan Wing 
Cheung; to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

By Mr. CHAVEZ: 
S. 4116. A bill to increase the membership 

of the Senate Offic.e Building Commission; to 
the Committee on Public Works, 

CONCURRENT RESOLUTION-SUS
PENSION OF DEPORTATION OF 
CERTAIN ALIENS 
The following original concurrent res .. 

elution was reported by Mr. EASTLAND. 
from the Committee on the Judiciary: 

S. Con. Res. 84. Concurrent resolution fa• 
voring the suspension of deportation of cer• 
tain aliens; placed on the calendar. 

(See reference to above concurrent resolu• 
tion, reported by Mr. EASTLAND, from the 
Committee on the Judiciary, which appears 
under the heading "Reports o.f Commit• 
tees.") 

RESOLUTIONS 
The t ollowing resolutions were sub:

initted or reported and referred, or 
placed on the calendar, as indicated: 
ADV AN CEMENT OF INTERNATIONAL 

SCIENTIFIC RESEARCH 

Mr . .ANDERSON submitted the fol
lowing resolution cs: Res. 295), which 
was ref erred to the Committee on For
eign Relations: 

Whereas the principles which underlie 
scientific progress are universal in their 
application; and 

Whereas history reveals that all nations 
benefit from the cross-fertilization of ideas 
among the scientists of all nations; and 

Whereas the great progress of the United 
States in atomic energy and many other 
scientific fields has been furthered by the 
work of scientists of other nations; and 

Whereas the excessive isolation of basic 
scientific research behind rigid national 
walls breeds suspicion and may tend to di
vert a disproportionate part of the scientific 
effort to destructive rather than constructive 
effort; and 

Whereas greater communication and con
tact and common effort among the leading 
scientists of the world will produce more 
intensive progress in such fields as medicine, 
nuclear energy, weather control, and the 
solution of the mysteries of outer space 
which will be of lasting benefit to all man. 
kind; and 

Whereas the present year, being the In
ternational Geophysical Year in which all 
nations are cooperating in meteorological re• 
search, provides a fitting occasion for the 
advancement of international scientific co
operation: Now, therefore, be it 
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Resolved, That it is the sense of the Senate 
that · the President of the United States ex
plore with other nations, through such 
channels as he finds appropriate-

!. The means of conferring on an out
standing scientist in each of the major 
scientific fields, selected annually on the 
basis of contribution to the good of man
kind, regardless of nationality, an honor
ary world passport; 

2. The means of creating a World Labora
tory to serve as a center of advanced scientific 
research and to supplement and facilitate 
national efforts in this connection; and 

3. The means of giving additional en
couragement to the travel and exchange of 
scientists throughout the world and the 
exchange of scientific information. 

SEC. 2. On the basis of such exploration, the 
President shall make suitable recommenda
tions to the Congress. 
. By Mr. EASTLAND, from the Committee 
on the Judiciary: 

S. Res. 296. Resolution opposing the sus
pension of deportation of certain aliens; 
placed on the calendar. 

(See reference to the above resolution, re
ported by Mr. EASTLAND, which appears un
der the heading "Reports of Committees." 

MUTUAL SECURITY ACT OF 1956-
AMENDMENTS 

Mr. SMATHERS submitted amend
ments, intended to be proposed by him, 
to the bill (H. R. 11356) to amend fur
ther the Mutual Security Act of 1954, as 
amended, and for other purposes, which 
were ordered to lie on the able and to 
be printed. 

ADDRESSES, EDITORIALS, ARTI
CLES, ETC., PRINTED IN THE REC
ORD 
On request, and by unanimous con

sent, addresses, editorials, articles, etc., 
were ordered to be printed in the REC
ORD, as follows: 

By Mr. ROBERTSON: 
Address on foreign policy delivered by 

former Senator William Benton before the 
Union League Club of Chicago on June 14, 
1956. 

By Mr. BRIDGES: 
Address delivered by National Commander 

J. Addington Wagner, of the American 
Legion, before the graduates of the 57th ses
sion of the FBI National Academy, at Wash
ington, D. C., on June 8, 1956. 

Address delivered by George Meany, presi
dent of the ~IO, before the graduates 
of the 57th session of the FBI National 
Academy, at Washington, D. C., on June 8, 
1956. 

By Mr. THYE: 
Address delivered by John Cowles, presi

dent, Minneapolis Star and Tribune Co., be
fore Minnesota State Bar Association, on 
June 22, 1956. 

By Mr. LANGER: 
· GTA Daily Radio Roundup concerning 
REA. 

By Mr. BEALL: 
Telegram received by him from S. Vannort 

·Chapman, secretary of the Maryland Bar 
Association, transmitting resolution recom
mending immediate action on the nomina
tion of Simon E. Sobelofl: to be associate 
judge of the United States Court of Appeals 
for the Fourth Circuit. 

By Mr. CHAVEZ: 
Article entitled "Bolivar Blazed the Trail," 

written by Bob Considine, and published in 
the New York Journal-American of June 20, 
1956. 

By Mr. MANSFIELD: 
Article entitled "Foreign Service ·a Growing 

Force," written by Gould Lincoln, and pub-

lished in the Washington Evening Star of 
June 24, 1956. 

By Mr. LEHMAN: 
Article entitled "Israel's Meaning," written 

by Joseph Alsop, and published in the New 
York Herald Tribune of June 20, 1956. 

By Mr. GOLDWATER: 
Editorial on the use of compulsory union 

dues for political purposes, written by W. P. 
Stuart, and published in the Prescott (Ariz.) 
Evening Courier. 

By Mr. NEUBERGER: 
Editorial entitled "Neater Polling Places 

Might Get More Voters," published in the 
Saturday Evening Post of July 17, 1954. 
· Article entitled "What This County Needs: 
A National Physical Fitness Commission," 
written by Dr. H. Harrison Clarke, of 
Eugene, Oreg. . 

Article entitled "CIO Plays Vital Role in 
Oregon and Nation," written by Mrs. Emsie 
Howard, and published in the June 15, 1956, 
issue of the Oregon Labor Press. 

By Mr. HUMPHREY of Minnesota: 
Columns on the Presidency by Mr. ·James 

Reston, which will appear hereafter in the 
RECORD. 

RETIRED PAY OF CERTAIN MEM
BERS OF LIGHTHOUSKSERVICE
RETURN OF ENROLLED BILL TO 
THE SENATE. 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. President, I submit 

a concurrent resolution and ask unani
mous consent that it may be given imme
diate consideration. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk 
will read the concurrent resolution for 
the information of the Senate. · 

The legislative clerk read the concur
rent resolution (S. Con. Res. 83), as fol
lows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep
resentatives concurring), That the President 
of the United States is requested to return 
to the Senate, the enrolled bill (S. 3581) to 
increase the retired pay of certain members 
of the former Lighthouse Service. If and 
when said bill is returned by the President, 
the action of the Presiding Officers of the 
two Houses in signing said bill shall be 
deemed rescinded; and the Secretary of the 
Senate is authorized and directed, in the re
enrollment of said bill, to make the follow
ing corrections: On page 1 and in the table 
following line 7 strike out "January 20, 1918" 
and insert "June 20, 1918." 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob
jection to the present consideration of 
the concurrent resolution? 

There being no objection, the concur
rent resolution (S. Con. Res. 83) was 
considered and agreed to. 

USE OF UNION DUES FOR POLITICAL 
PURPOSES 

Mr. GOLDWATER. Mr. President, on 
June 8, in South Bend, Ind., Mr. Paul 
Butler, who as Democrat national chair
man, is doing the Republicans so much 
gootj. that I hope the Democrats keep 
him forever, displayed another example 
of his total disregard of the truth when 
he said that Mr. George Hinkle, In
diana State labor commissioner, and I 
were opposed to any political action on 
the part of unions. Neither Mr. Hinkle 
nor I have ever made such a statement. 
What we have been saying-and, by the 
way, it has never been denied by anyone, 
including Mr. Butler-has been that it 
is morally wrong for a union to use com
pulsory dues money for political pur-

poses. That is the sole issue. It is an 
issue on which Mr. Butler might well 
express himself, for such activity has 
gone on in his home town in Studebaker 
Local, No. 5, UAW-CIO. If he doubts 
this, let him visit the local and examine 
their books for the 3 months ended De
cember 31, 1954, and the year 1954, and 
for the same periods of 1955. Then he 
might continue his perusal of those in
teresting documents by looking at their 
general fund statement of income and 
expenses for the 3 months ended March 
31 of this year. He will have no diffi
culty doing that, as I was able to obtain 
photographs of the documents I men
tion. He would discover that those state
ments alone show a transfer to the PAC 
of $3,773.88. That money came out of 
the general fund of the union local. It 
did not come out of any funds described 
in the statement as being voluntary. 
What I would like to hear Mr. Butler 
say is that he, too, is against the use of 
compulsory dues money for political pur
poses. 

Mr. President, enough about Mr. But
ler. Now I should like to direct a few 
short remarks to the courage of Mr. 
George Hinkle, who is the State labor 
commissioner of Indiana. Mr. Hinkle Js 
a courageous man. He is standing up 
and resisting the pressures being put on 
him by the CIO in that State, and is 
administering his office in a fair and 
impartial manner . . I have great respect 
for any person who will resist any group 
whose obvious desire is to have govern
ment operated the way they want it oper
ated, regardless of whether or not the 
rights of minorities a:re thereby in
fringed. 

To complete the record, I ask unani
mous consent that a column written by 
Mr. Holmes Alexander, which appeared 
in the Indianapolis Star of Saturday, 
June 9, entitled "Hinkle Puts Up Fight 
for Individual Rights," be printed in the 
RECORD at this point in my remarks, 
along with a statement made by Mr. 
Hinkle on the occasion of the false state
.men ts made by the chairman of the 
Democrat Party and his copartner on 
the stand, Mr. Dallas Sells, Indiana CIO 
chief. 

There being no objection, the column 
and the statement were ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD, as follows: 
[From the Indianapolis Star of June 9, 1956] 

.HINKLE PUTS UP FIGHT FOR INDIVIDUAL RIGHTS 
(By Holmes Alexander) 

· WASHINGTON.-George F. Hinkle, UAW
CIO, · Local 5, Indianapolis, is the fourth 
person to be State labor commissioner during 
the administration of Gov. George Craig, of 
Indiana. One of Hinkle's predecessors died 
1n office; two others resigned under pressure. 
Today the young and thoughtful George 
Hinkle, 37, a former mechanic in the Stude
baker plant, a World War II veteran and 
lately administrative assistant to the mayor 
of South Bend, is finding out how the pres
sure feels on his own skin. He made a 
speech against political use of union dues, 
and the labor bosses are tryi~g to gl!t him out 
of there. 

This is what a man in the labor movement 
gets t:tiese days for voicing ~inority opin
ions. Hinkle is used to it. When he first 
signed up as a union member some 15 years 
ago, he found things going on that he didn't 
like. He did something about it by going in 
for -union politics. He was elected to the 
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executive board and to the bargaining com
mittee. Then one day he got up and opposed 
something called a citizenship fund whereby 
a sum of 10 cents a member a month was 
applied to politics-in other words, about 
$65,000 a month made available to Demo
cratic Party candidates. 

"The union bosses and their stooges yelled 
'Commie! Commiel' at me," says Hinkle. 
"Then in April when I made my speech on 
the same subject before the State chamber 
of commerce, the same bosses and stooges 
called me a right-wing, labor-hating reac
tionary." 

· Hinkle told me he was in Washington to 
talk with his Congressman, SHEPPARD (STAIN
LESS· STEEL)- CRUMPACKER, 0f South -Bend, 
about same union welfare legislation now 
pending on Capitol Hill. "The young com
missioner, in his blue flannel suit and Ike 
button, was also concerned about what's go
ing to happen to some of the minority re
ligious sects (President Eisenhower's fore
bears in Pennsylvania were members) whose 
church rules forbid them to contribute to 
secular organizations like the CIO-UAW 
union shops. A group of Amish from Lancas
ter County, Pa., recently called on AFL--CIO 
President Geor.ge Meany and. asked to be 
e,xemp.t from . union dues. They offered to . 
contribute the amount of the dues to .charity.., 
Hinkle has also been ·visited by small dele
gations of minority religionists who work in: 
the General -Motol'.S . Allison aircraft engine 
plant at Indianapolis. ' . In 1955 this plant, 
voted ·for ·a -unidn· shop; now ~men with over 
l5 years_' seniority a-re up against the hard· 
choice of quitting the job or violating their 
religious creeds and customs. It was some-
thing -like · this that brought the Pilgrims · 
and others to America. 

"There's nothing under .State law that I 
can do to help them," Hinkle told ,me. 

Meanwhile the Indiana OIO has:. demanded 
]?.is head on a sacrificial slab. One of the 
union pubiications, the Lampmaker; calls 
him a phony, and CIO State President Sells 
says the commissioner is brainwashing the 
unsuspecting Hoosier public. In the hor
rendous - speech which kicked off the con
troversy Hinkle traced the American labor 
movement from · Sam Gompers -through the 
confessed Conimunfst Lee: Pressman dowri to 
the .. intellectual radical" Walter Reuther. 
Hinkle came- out ' against the-· right-to.;,wurk: 
laws, endorsed- the principle of union shops, 
and then soared into this ,passage: 

"Now, what about individual" rights and 
freedoms? · Today, there are millions of 
union members in this country who are 
being forced to contribute to the campaign 
funds of political candidates-candidates 
whom these very same union members are 
opposed to at the polls. These . candidates
are the choice of-and are many times owned 
by-unscrupulous labor leaders.''. 

Hinkle knows whereef he speaks because 
he is speaking from personal experience, 
He is one of the 43 percent of union :rp.em
bers who voted Republican in 1952. He saw 
Governor Craig forced by the violence of the 
strilce at New Castle to cail out the National 
Guard to protect public safety and private 
property. He noted that in the neighboring 
State of Pennsylvania another kind of gov
ernor put the strikers on unemployment 
compensation with taxpayers' money. He 
saw that in a third State, Michigan, the CIO 
pays two-thirds of the Democratic campaign 
funds. He heard David Dubinsky, president 
of the International Ladies' Garment Workers 
Union, pledge $500,000 to political campaign
ing this year. Hinkle has been a dues-pay
ing union member all his adult life, and he is 
certain in his own mind that the big wheels 
of the labor movement are off the track of 
the working man's welfare and are rolling 
toward dictatorial control of the Democratic 
Party. It takes nerve to say the things that 
Hinkle is saying. This kind of talk cost col
umnist Victor Riesel his eyesight. Hinkle's 

answer to that is a near-quotation from Sam 
Gompers: 

"If we want to keep America as the land of 
the free, we h ave to make sure it is also the 
home of the brave." 

STATEMENT OF GEORGE F. HINKLE, COMMIS
SIONER OF LABOR, INDIANAPOLIS, IND. 

JUNE 14, 1956. 
Democrat National Chairman Paul M. But

ler and State CIO President Dallas Sells 
are resorting to untruths and distortions in 
an effort to defend their position on the use 
of union dues for political purposes. In 
speeches to the United Auto Workers at their 
20th anniversary in South Bend, Ind., last 
Friday, June 8, 1956, both Mr. Butler and 
Mr. Sells accused Senator BARR.Y GOLDWATER, 
of Arizona, and me of being opposed to any 
political action on the part of unions. I 
attended the affair and heard both gentlemen 
make the statements as I sat in the audience. 

At no time have I or Senator GOLDWATER 
ever said or implied that we are opposed to 
political activity on the part of unions as 
long as the money used for such activity was· 
raised and solicited on a voluntary and non
compulsory basis. Compulsory union dues 
money being used for the support of politi
cal candidates is the issue. 

The question in point is this, do Mr. Butler
and Mi". :Sells believe that it is right or wrong 
to use compulsory union dues in the sup
port of political candidates? . I hav!;' yet to 
hear Mr. Butler, Mr. Sells, or any labor union 
political boss deny the use of union dues 
xp.oney for politics, an~. I have yet to hear: any_ 
one of them say whether or not they think 
it is right or wrong. 

r . am of the opinion that Mr. Sells and 
Mr. Butler are not giving fair. and- honest 
representation to the CIO and the Democrat 
Party when -they avoid this issue with dis
tortions and untruths, because I know that 
many union members and many members of 
the Democrat Party are opposed to the use 
of union dues for political purposes. I ask 
them to face the issue squarely and let 
the members of their respective organizations 
know where they stand .on the issue. 

SIX-MONTHS -VOLUNTARY TRAIN
ING PROGRAM · 

-. 
. Mr. GOLDWATER. Mr. President, 
last year the National Reserve Act of 
1955,. .which called for a 6 months volun
tary training program, was passed by the 
Congress. Great hopes were held out 
that this program would be a success, 
and would provide our Armed Forces 
with the manpower pool it must have in 
order to maintain a dominant position in 
the area of military force. Reports to 
date have not been encouraging as to the 
results of this program. In spite of an 
intensive, well-directed, and expensive 
publicity program directed at the youth 
of this country,, the figures indicate that 
it is not attracting. a sufficient number 
of young men. This is not a healthy sit
uation for any of the components of our 
armed services, but it is particularly un
healthy for the Air Force, which is the 
pivotal point around which our military 
strategy must be constructed in the fu
ture. The Air Force cannot in 6 months, 
train a boy to be a technician. It takes 
closer to 3 years. Men, not machines, 
are the problem of the Air Force today. 
The testimony of such an outstanding 
general as Curtis LeMay indicates the 
growing concern of the Air Force over 
its personnel situation. At the time of 
the passage of this act, I felt that inade
quate attention had been given to the 

technical training needs of the Air Force 
and I express that concern again today: 
The whole subjed has been eloquently 
desc_ribed . by Edmund F. Hogan, Reserve 
affairs editor of the Air Force magazine. 
I ask unanimous consent that his article 
entitled "How the 6 Months' Deal Hurts 
Force in Being," be printed in the RECORD 
at this point in my remarks. 

There being no objection, the article 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD 
as follows: ' 
How THE 6-MONTHS "DEAL" HURTS "FORCE IN 

BEING" 
(By Edmund F. Hogan) 

Last month a subcommittee of the House 
Appropriations Committee, chaired by Rep
resentative OVERTON BROOKS, of Louisiana, 
convened to hear a report on the progress of 
the National Reserve Act of 1955. Carter L. 
Burgess, the Assistant Secretary of Defense 
for ~anpower, headed a distinguished group,. 
of witnesses. · 

The heart of the National Reserve Act is a · 
plan whereby young men may elect 6 months . 
of active-duty training, followed by 7½ . 
years of service in the Reserve. It is de
iSig~ed priI?-cipally for the Army and, in the 
begmnmg, neither the Navy nor the Air · 
Force wanted any part of it. The Navy has
now capitulated, leaving the Air Force as 
the only holdout. 
: The ~ir Force is holding out for the very 

good reason that it needs large numbers o( 
highly skilled technicians to maintain an 
eff~ctive force. i~ being. You simply cannot 
tram a techn1c1an in 6 months. The time 
factor is closer to 3 years and so the Air. 
Force requires 4-year enlistment periods.. . 

This is why there should be concern that, 
s.o much effort is being expended toward
turning out millions of weekend .warri0rs. rt: 
also ex.plains .why the. Air Force has been r.e.: 
luctant to avail ifself of the . 6-months.. 
trainee. And, regardless of whether the Air 
Force accepts the plan or not, the fact that 
the other services are using it threatens to 
have an ad".erse effect on the Air Force. 

When the program started last fall the
~rmy hoped to attract- some 90,000 6-months-
trainees. by the end of this month. But the· 
program lagg_ed. so badly that Mr. Burgess and
the Ar1;UY decided that a nationwide .publicity, 
camparnn should call attention to the 6-
months deal. 
. Whether the 6-months program is directly 
connected with the recent drop in Air Force 
enlistments cannot be proven at the mo
~ent. Air Force recruiting dipped by 3,000 
1n March and by more than 5,000 in April. -

_ In terms .of_ annual recruiting achieve
ments, however, . these figures are not as bad 
~s they seem at first glance. The present lag 
1s as much the result of a shortage of AF 
training money as for any reason. Given 
s~fflcient funds for facilities and staff, the 
Air Force could accept many more recruits 
each month than is now possible. 
- · A~d the current 8,000-man lag ·in recruit
ing 1s hardly the true picture. For, despite 
the heavy opposition created by Mr. Burgess, 
the Air Force recruiting curve is up on tech
nically skilled, prior-service men; on raw re
cruits with higher I. Q.'s; and even on the 
number of very low I. Q. recruits the Air 
Force is required to accept, who pass the 
minimum intelligence test for the services. 

Over the long pull, Air Force probably can 
continue to meet its annual quotas. Time, 
of course, alone will tell. There is immediate 
opposition ahead, however. For Mr. Burgess 
told the Brooks subcommittee that the "up
surge in enlistments which occurred during 
March just after midterm of the school year 
should repeat itself, with perhapl:i more force. 
at the end of the· school year in June." If he 
is correct, the Air Force can look ahead to a 
further drop in 4-ye ar enlistments. 



10868 CONGRESSIONAL. RECORD - SENATE June 25 

,This matter of technicians is of grave con
cern to the Air Force, particularly to the com
mander of Strategic Air Command, Gen. Cur
tis LeMay. At the very time the drums were 
being beaten across the Nation to encourage 
6-months enlistments in the Army, General 
LeMay was telling the Symington subcom
mittee that a shortage of skilled technicians 
is already impairing his combat capability. 

To assure that no healthy, young American 
would overlook the advantages to him of th~ 
6-months program, the Department of De
fense recently sponsored Military Reserve 
Week. It was launched with a Presidential 
proclamation. Thirty-three State governors 
followed suit. Radio and television gave 
abundantly of expensive network time. 
Brochures by the thousands urged young 
men to "End draft worries. Join the new 
6-months training program." 

This program, our youths were assured, 
would permit them to plan their military 
service "with the least interference" to their 
personal lives. They were told that the 6 
months of training would be ·given at the 
Army camp nearest their homes; that after 
6 months "you are free to live your life"; 
that once back home and in an Army Reserve 
unit their only obligation for 7 ½ years would 
be a 2-hour weekly training assembly and 
2 weeks of field training each year. 

This, according to one brochure, is the best 
insurance for America's future. Not th~ kind 
of · force -in being which the country needs, 
but a vast Reserve composed of men who 
have had 6 months of basic training. That, 
as our old soldiers are wont to say, isn 't time 
enough for a man's bunk tag to. stop swinging. 

A keynote speaker for Military Reserve 
Week recalled Lord Nelson's warn'ing that "5 
minutes may make the difference between 
victory and defeat." "Today," said the 
speaker, "this warning should be ,edited · to 
read, 'the first 5 minutes may make the differ-
ence.'" · · 

This may well be true. If it is, a 6-months 
program cannot possibly be the' answer. The 
answer must be the force in being-the Air 
Deieuse Command fighters on 5-minute run
way alert--SAC atomic bombers ready to head 
for targets on 5 minutes' notice. · 

Six-months trainees inay have been useful 
in the days of the square infantry division, 
but not in an age when airpower in being is 
the acknowledged cornerstone of our defense 
structure. Any military program that will ' 
reduce its effectiveness courts disaster: 

The 6-months program is dear to the heart 
of Mr. Burgess. He is pledged to its success, 
and has never relaxed the pressure to swing 
the Air Force into line. 

Mr. Burgess is clever and persistent as his 
barrage of 6-months-trainee propaganda will 
testify. But we hope the Air Force ·may 
never have to bend the knee. 

LEAVE TO ADDRESS THE SENATE AT 
CONCLUSION OF THE MORNING 
HOUR 
Mr. FLANDERS. Mr. President, I ask 

unanimous consent that at the con
clusion of the morning hour I may be 
recognized, to address the Senate for 12 
minutes on the subject of foreign policy. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
McNAMARA in the chair). Is there ob
jection? Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

PREVIEW OF. MOTION PICTURE 
"WOODROW WILSON: SPOKES
MAN FOR TOMORROW'' 
Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. 

President, on Thursday, June 28, there 
will be presented in the Coolidge Audi
torium of the Library of Co~gress, at 

8: 30 p. m., a preview of the documen
tary motion picture entitled ' 'Woodrow 
Wilson: Spokesman for Tomorrow." 

· This motion picture is made entirely 
of film and other documents of Presi
dent Wilson's time. The main em
phasis in the film is on Wilson's activ
ities as President in search of world 
peace at the Paris Peace Conference, 
following World War I, in his effort to 
enlist popular support for the League 
of Nations. 

This motion picture has been produced 
by the Woodrow Wilson Foundation, for 
showing by Government and private 
agencies in this and foreign countries 
during this ·year, commemorating the 
100th anniversary of Wilson's birth. 

The picture runs for about 27 minutes, 
~nd will be preceded by an address by 
Governor McKeldin, of Maryland; and 
a short introduction by Mr. August 
Heckscher, president of the Foundation. 

As a member and vice chairman of 
the official Woodrow Wilson Centennial 
Commission, I have been requested to 
announce that Members of . the ·Senate, 
including members of their families, will 
be most welcome at the preview; and l · 
am happy to extend a cordial invitation 
to all of them. 

PAN AMERICAN WORLD AIRWAYS 
AND THE BALTIMORE FRIEND
SHIP INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, as a 
~upplement to my remarks of June 14, I 
ask unanimous con.sent to have pi-inted 
in the body of the RECORD three edi
torials published in recent editions of the 
Baltimore newspapers, and · which deal 
with the problem of New York to Miami 
air service, now pending before the Civil 
Aeronautics Board. 

There being no objection, the editorials 
were ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows : · 
[From the Baltimore News-Post of June 21, 

1956] 
SHABBY SERVICE 

The cold facts on just how fantastically in
adequate is the airline service through 
Friendship Airport were given the Civil Aero
nautics Board yesterday in briefs filed by 
four Baltimore-Maryland groups. · 

At the same time the Baltimore interests 
tackled the hitherto fruitless task of con
vincing Federal officials that Baltimore is not 
a bad air city-that a great air passenger and 
freight potential is bottled up by lack of 
flights at Friendship. 

One brief was presented by the city of 
Baltimore and the Association of Commerce; 
another by the Greater Baltimore Commit
tee and the State Aviation Commission. 
They urge CAB to certify Pan American World 
Airways for the East Coast-Florida route and 
to recognize Friendship as a Baltimore-Wash
ington regional terminal. 

The Greater Baltimore Aviation Commis
sion groups charged flatly that "Baltimore is 
being discriminated against by Eastern and 
National lines (which now fly the route) in 
favor of the more lucrative Washington and 
New Yor~ passenger traffic." 

BACK UP THE CHARGE 

They backed up the charge with striking 
facts, including: 

National Airlines provide Baltimore with 
only one flight southbound a day which ter
minates in Miami. It is with a 2-engine 
plane and makes 8 stops en route. 

This flight takes 8 hours and 40 minutes, 
in contrast to DC- 7B nonstop flight between 
New York and Miami requiring 3 hours and 
30 minutes an_d from Wa~hington in 3 hours. 

Eastern Air Lines has only one flight south
bound fro:µi Baltimore, terminating at Jack
sonville, requiring 5 hours and 8 minuteE 
with 4 . -intermediate stops. Northbound 
service originates in Miami and gets to Bal
timore in . 9 hours and 25 minutes_ after E -
intermediate stops. 

The brief brings out that as a result o1 
s.ervice "really tantamount to no service a1 
all" the 2 carriers transported only 1 
Baltimore-Miami passenger per 1,000 of pop
ulation, compared to an average of 43 per 
1,000 from New York, Philadelphia and 
Washington. 
_ By contrast, as of last year, Boston had f 

daily southbound flights, using Constella
tions and DC- 6's; New York had 49, of which 
29 were nonstop to Florida; Philadelphia had 
10, half of them nonstop, and Washington 17, · 
of which 11 we:rn nonstop, according to the. 
City of Baltimore Association of CommercE 
brief. 

ALL CARGO SERVICE UNHEARD OF 

Of 98 schedules utilizing modern 4-
engine planes, none served Baltimore and 
Baltimore all-cargo service was unheard of, 
the brief added. · 

Concerning all of which the Greater Balti
more Aviation Commission group remarked: 

"It is academic that without service there 
cannpt be any traffic." 

That :flights generate air traffic ls proved 
by an increase of 50 percent · in Boston
Miami traffic when a single nonstop flight 
was added, and . in National's increase of 67 
percent on the New York-Tampa route with 
addition of only one nonstop coach. flight. 

More strikingly, when service from Phila
delphia to Miami was increased substantially 
in capacity and quality', Eastern Air Lines 
passenger traffic increased nearly 6 times, 
from 1952 through 1954. · 

The above brief remarks: 
"Baltimore will show an everi more phe

nomenal increase in Miami traffic if given 
proper seryice." 

SERVICE LACK HURTS BUSINESS 

No, Baltimore is not a bad air city. 
Its big business community, its large num

ber of citizens who vacation in the South, its 
diversity of manufacture of small articles, a 
large proportion of which are sold .in the 
South and Latin America and are suitable 
for shipment by air, give the city a vast air 
potential. But lack of flights from Friend
ship prevent these facts from being demon
strated to the world. 

The · CAB will be giving -Baltimore the 
shabbiest of treatment, ignoring the needs of 
the Nation's sixth largest city, if it refuses to 
act favorably in the Pan American case. 

[From the Baltimore Morning Sun of June 
22, 1956] 

CASE FOR PAN AM 
The arguments in favor of allowing Pan 

American Airways to fly from New York to 
Florida by way of Friendship Airport are so 
strong, so clear, and so evident to most Balti
moreans that there is no point in rehearsing 
them here. They have been well put in the 
briefs submitted to the Civil Aeronautics 
Board by the city, the Baltimore Association 
of Commerce, the Greater Baltimore Com
mittee, and the State Aviation Commission. 
All that remains here is to urge them on the 
CAB, by whose examiner the original Pan 
American application was rejected in April. 

Two airlines now have the monopoly of the 
rich and crowded New York-Florida route. 
The examiner proposed to let in a third, 
which would operate out of Washington. It 
has been admitted and confirmed that Wash
ington's airport is dangerously overcrowded 
already. To add another service through Na-
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tional Airport would add to ·the· congestion 
and hence to the danger. 

The new briefs merit consideration not 
only for these ·.and other reasons, but be
cause they are filed, not merely by an inter
ested airline, but by four· bodies unconnected 
with commercial aviation. None of the four 
parties has a special interest in anything but 
getting better airline service and making bet
ter use of the facilities at Friendship. Un
der such pleading as this, it behooves the 
CAB to think again about a decision of great 
moment to the whole Baltimore-Washington 
area. 

[From the Baltimore Evening Sun of 
June 22, 1956] 

MORE THAN LOCAL 

For Baltimore, the most important point 
about the application of Pan American World 
Airways for permission to operate a direct 
service from New York to Miami using 
Friendship Airport to serve both Baltimore 
and Washington is- that this proposal would 
give the city an adequate air schedule to 
the South. 

Let no one think, however, that this is a 
purely local case. It involves national issues 
and it involves the interests of other cities. 
New York· City, for instance, has just filed a 
brief with the Civil Aeronautics Board sup
porting Pan American's bid. The document, 
presented by New York's equivalent of our 
city solicitor, stresses the fact that the 
Nation's largest city needs much more ex
tensive service to Miami than it is now get
ting_ from Eastern and National Airlines. It 
says that Delta, which the CAB examiner 
recQmme~ded for the route in preference to 
Pan American, can't provide the service 
promptly, and that no other line is in posi
tion to provide it except Pan American. This 
is because Pan American has the _planes al
ready in service and the pilots and equip
ment to man and service them. During the 
summer Pan American employs large . num
bers of planes on the North .Atlantic routes 
to Europe. In the winter, when travel to 
Florida is heavy, it can easily transfer its 
equipment to the southern route. Because 
of this situation, New York wishes Pan 
American to get CAB approval. 

is my plan to ask for unanimous consent 
to make these brief talks immediately 
after the end of ·the morning hour, on 
dates which I shall specify in advance. 
No one of them will be over 15 minutes 
in length, and most of them will be 
shorter. 

I will not presume to lay down a defi
nite foreign policy as being the only 
right course of action. I would hope to 
make tentative suggestions as to policy; 
but I am particularly anxious to bring 
into consideration all the important fac
tors which, it seems to me, should guide 
the Senate, the Congress, and the ad
ministration in the formation of specific 
policy. 

This first talk is addressed to the gen
eral situation. It asks and suggests an
swers to certain fundamental questions. 
. What is the basis for our foreign pol
icy? That basis is national self-interest. 
. How can we define national self-inter

est? This lies in so directing our words 
and our acts that we may help to organ
ize a world in which freedom, justice, 
and peace prevail, and which is thus the 
kind of a world we would bequeath to 
our children and grandchildren. This 
is the basic -statement of our national 
interest, and everything else is subsidi
ary. 

Is this opposed to a general benevo
lence in world affairs? It is opposed to 
it as the guiding principle, although our 
self-interest, defined as above, will in 
general lead to humanly helpful rela
tionships with the nations of the earth 
and their peoples. The place to exercise 
benevolence per se, which perhaps is best 
called charity, is in the case of severe 
disasters, such as earthquakes, famine, 
and pestilence. But even . this, though 
pursued for humanitarian reasons, will 
automatically fall within the framework 
of self-interest. 

What is the function of armed 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there strength in the support of our self-inter

further morning business? If not, morn- est? Since power for its own sake is no 
ing business is closed. part of our ultimate purpose, armed 

strength is to be used for defense only. 

FOREIGN POLICY 

What this decision involves will be dis
cussed later in more detail. At this 
point let it only be said that two great 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Morning leaders of a former generation have ex
business having been closed, under the pressed principles which we should be 
order previously entered, the Chair now following today. It was President Theo
recognizes for 12 minutes the Senator dore Roosevelt who said, "Speak softly 
from Vermont [Mr. FLANDERS]. and carry a big stick." This wise advice 

1. INTRODUCTORY we have honored more in the breach 
Mr. FLANDERS. Mr. President, be- than in the· observance. The admoni

fore leaving for a well-earned vacation tion to "speak softly" should be heeded 
on May 27, secretary of state Dulles alike in the State Department~ in the 
stated that he welcomed a "pretty thor- press, and on the floors of the two Houses 
ough airing" of foreign policy during the of Congress. 
fall election campaign. He added that The other aphorism was set forth by 
he hoped the discussion would prove that great master of the philosophy of 
"constructive." strategy, Admiral Mahan, who said many 

All of us can agree that foreign policy years ago, "The purpose of military 
should have our earnest consideration; power is to provide time for moral ideas 
but is it not a good idea to give it a thor- to take root." Here again, from high 
ough airing under the calmer conditions authority, we are directed toward a wise 
of the Senate floor, instead of waiting ·use of military power. 
for the heat. of a presidential campaign Because of their importance in our 
to do so? Feeling a deep sense of the foreign policy, ·it is important to define 
Senate's responsibility in this field, I am benevolence, charity, and cooperation. 
proposing to address this body in a series This I plan to do in the fifth of these 
of brief speeches, giving the point of talks. 
view of one Senator with regard. to the Through what sentiments shall . we 
pressjng and difficult problems which work to attain o:ur self-interest? Not 
face us in the field of foreign affairs. It __ through inspiring fear of our own 

strength or by fearing· the strength of an 
opponent. Even fear of atomic warfare 
is not to be used aggressively. It ts. how'"'. 
ever, an irreplaceable deterrent. How
ever strongly the horrors of such war.fare 
urge us on to constructive effort, we 
ourselves cannot succumb to fear be
cause, although it properly urges. us to 
action, it does not lend itself to the for
mation of effective policy. 

Not through expectations of gaining 
allies by bribery, because economic bene
fits which are to be paid for by support 
of our policies will demand an ever 
higher price as time goes on, and will 
gain acceptance only of a shallow sort 
for selfish reasons. If we seek to pur .. 
chase support in this way, we open our .. 
selves to the dangers of having to enter 
into spirited bidding with our Soviet 
friends. Other nations will join or op
pose as they learn who can offer the most 
and the best on the lowest terms. Let us 
:p.ot get into any auction of our economic 
assistance. 

Should our emphasis . be on relations 
with governments or with peoples? 

We must cultivate both. The rela .. 
tions with people are the more impor
tant, and we are in danger of neglecting 
them. In these days and in many parts 
of the WOl'ld, dependence --on govern .. 
ments is an insecure basis for policy. 
Governments come and go. Those 
which were friendly to us become uncer
tain or even hostile. Those which seem 
to be hostile through some chang-e, by 
election or otherwise, show the possibili
ties of friendship. Governments are 
overturned, but the people remain. The 
.basis for our relationship with the peo ... 
ples of the earth should be assistance 
toward a higher standard.of living, bet
ter food, clothing, shelter, health, and 
education-all based on self-help. 

Are we concerned with supporting 
liberty for the people of the earth? 

We are, and this is a most difficult 
problem. How can we show our desire 
for supporting freedom and. not be guilty 
in some instances of turning masses of 
people over to a savage anarchy? In all 
cases we can and must support in the 
councils of the nations a rapid education 
of the peoples of the earth toward self
'government. 

Does this interest extend to the people 
behind the Iron Curtain whether citizens 
of the Soviet Union or of the enslaved 
nationalities? 

We can and must maintain the most 
effective opposition possible to the poli
cies of that government which outrage 
the dignity of the individual man, train 
him to be used as an unthinking tool in 
the service of Soviet imperialism, and 
deny him and his brothers in the satellite 
nations the privileges of free men. On 
this question we cannot compromise. 
We cannot abandon our purpose of 
bringing freedom to these people by the 
most effective means possible. We are 
stewards for the free world and the world 
which is to become free. We cannot 
abandon our responsibilities. 

What is the most neglected element in 
our foreign policy? 

To my mind as I observe that policy in 
action, we have failed most definitely in 
trying to find out what the other peoples 
of the earth are thinking about, what, 
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their desires are, what their prejudices - The press has already dubbed the pro
are, and what their possibilities are. prosed building as a ''little Pentagon." 
Again, as said earlier, we must direct our I was not in sympathy with that desig
policies more strongly toward people nation when it was coined, but later I 

. than in the past, while not neglecting the concluded that the press was perhaps as 
relations with governments. nearly right as I was, even though I had 

These considerations lead to the devel- more of the facts than the press had. 
opment of long-range policy. It is im- I feel a certain sense of responsibility 
portant that the administrative and leg- in this connection, toward the members 
islative branches of the Government and of the subcommittee of the Committee 
the people as a whole see the new situa- on Armed Services, as well as to the 
tions now presented to us as an oppor- members of the Appropriations Commit
tunity which we must seize. It is now tee, because of representations which I 
possible to develop long-range policy made to them last year. Unless the facts 
which will not be upset and reversed by have materially changed, I shall cer
every incident and accident of the rela- tainly vigorously oppose an increase of 
tionships between the free world and the $10 million for this building, The only 
world behind the Iron Curtain. Now is justification given for this item is that 
the time for a thoroug·hgoing but not building costs have gone up 5.72 percent 
"agonizing" reappraisal. It is a time to within the past 12 months. However, 
redirect and determine our policies so the increase in the request for appro
that they will follow the principles that priations is 21.7 percent. 
human experience through the ages has Without going into this subject fur
shown to be successful in building satis- ther at this time, or making an extended 
factory human relations. argument, I announce that I shall cer-

I hope to offer the second of this series tainly lool:.: into the question further, and 
of talks at the next session of the Sen;. I expect to oppose the proposal. I 
ate. It will deal with the highly con- strongly favo1: t~e construction _of ?r
troversial questions involved in the re- namental b~ildm~s on Consti~ut_ion 
arming of Germany. Avenue, Capitol Hill, or other similar 

areas of the Federal Government. Such 
structures should not be built primarily 

CONSTRUCTION OF ADDITIONAL with the idea of trying to save a dollar, 
because when we ornament the Hill, it 

FACILITIES FOR VARIOUS GOV- is an ornament to the entire Nation. 
ERNMENT AGENCIES However, the proposed construction is 
Mr. STENNIS. Mr. President, about 

a year ago I served on a subcommittee 
of the Committee on Armed Services 
which recommended an authorization for 
a new building for the Central Intelli
gence Agency, at an authorized cost of 
$46 million. I was partly instrumental 
in convincing some of the other mem
bers of that committee, as well as the 
Appropriations Committee, . of the need 
for such a building. Even though the 
figure seemed a little high, I thought it 
was justified. I was influenced partly 
by the fact that thereby the Federal Gov
ernment would be enabled to vacate some 
of the temporary buildings on or near 
Constitution Avenue. 

I agreed to that figure also in part 
because of special storage requirements 
for this particular agency. 

There is also provision for an author
ization of $8,500,000 to extend the ap
proaches of the George Washington 
Memorial Highway if the building in 
question is to be located in Langley, Va. 
I thought that appropriation would serve 
a double purpose. It would facilitate 
extension of the memorial highway as 
early as possible, and it would also serve 
the proposed building. 

I shall not give the figures as to the 
number of employees which this Agency 
has accumulated since it was created in 
1947, because of certain security consid
erations involved in the number of em
ployees. But to me the number was 
shocking, and it was shocking to many 
others who heard the proof. 

In the face of those facts, I am fur
ther shocked and somewhat chagrined to 
learn that the CIA is asking for an addi
tional $10 million for the construction of 
tnis .building, over and above the $46 
million already authorized. 

away from the Hill, away from the im
medi.:.te seat of government. I consider 
the proposed expenditure to be lavish. 
I think it illustrates the point that at 
some time the Congress must call a halt 
on lavish expenditures for public build
ings. Otherwise we may make ourselves 
the laughing stock of those who know the 
facts. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, I know 
what the Senator from Mississippi is 
talking about. The construction of 
every building of this type must be ap
proved by the Committee on Public 
Works. 

I have found, through representations 
which have been made before the Com
mittee on Public Works, that every 
agency of the Federal Government 
located within the District of Columbia 
has the bright idea that Congress will 
approve the selection of an area which 
suits the esthetic ideas of the personnel 
of the particular agency. 

The CIA is not the only agency in
volved. There is before the Committee 
on Public Works for approval a great 
scheme of the Geological Survey, Not
withstanding the fact that there is plenty 
of Federal property within the District 
that is vacant, the Geological Survey 
wants to go elsewhere, not for the pur
pose of more efficiency, but to suit the · 
ideas of the personnel within the agency. 

I think every Member who is listening 
to me now is familiar with the area .of the 
Bureau of Standards, on Connecticut 
Avenue. There is no better location in 
the District of Columbia. Nevertheless, 
the Bureau wants to give it up and move 
to a new location, where it can have more 
lawns, more of this, and more of that. · 

The Committee on Public Works is 
asking all the agencies to furnish it with 
a list of the vacant property which they 

now have in the District of Columbia. I 
know it is the feeling of the Congress, 
and, I think, it is the desire of the people 
of the United States that all the tem
porary buildings on the Mall, on Con
stitution Avenue, and elsewhere, should 
be eliminated. Would the Congress be 
justified in buying property for the Geo
logical Survey or for the Bureau of 
Standards or for the CIA so long as it has 
property which it already owns? I do 
not think the Congress would be justi
fied in spending millions of dollars for 
new real estate. 

Let me give the Senate another ex
ample. The property across from the 
White House, at 17th Street, is occupied, 
I believe, by the Court of Claims. Do the 
Senators know who owns that property? 
It, and also the parking lot next to it, is 
owned by Uncle Sam. Someone is mak
ing money by having a parking lot there. 
Apparently all the members of the court 
wish to have a building in the country, 
with the exception of Judge Marvin 
Jones. Would we be justified in aban
doning that property? For what would 
it be used? If we should abandon it 
we would have to justify before our con
stituents and the American people why 
we did that and then appropriate mil
lions of dollars to buy land on the out
skirts of the District of Columbia. 

The District of Columbia is not rep
resented in the Senate or in the House 
of Representatives. The responsibility 
for the welfare of the District of Co
lumbia is in the Congress of the United 
States. Do we not have a responsibility·, 
even from an economic standpoint, to 
consider these things before we take 
hasty action? 

So far as I am concerned, Mr. Presi
dent, before the. CIA and other Govern
ment agencies receive any more money 
from the Committee on Public Works 
they will have to make a better showing 
than they have made up to this moment. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION 
Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi

dent, I ask unanimous consent that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business, to take action on the 
nomination on the Executive Calendar·. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to the consideration of execu
tive business. 

EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF 
COMMITTEES 

The following favorable reports of 
nominations were submitted: 

By Mr. GEORGE, from the Committee on 
Foreign· Relations: 

Frederick Blake Payne, of New York, to 
be Director, Office of Economic Affairs, United 
States Mission to the North Atlantic Treaty 
Organization and European Regional Organ
izations. 

By Mr. EASTLAND, from the Committee on 
the Judiciary: 

William B. Herlands, of New York, to be 
United States district Judge for the southern 
district of New York. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there 
be no further reports of committees the 
nomination on the Executive Calendar 
will be stated. 
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SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

The legislative clerk read the nomina• 
tion of James Cunningham Sargent, of 
New York, to be a member of the Secu
rities and Exchange Commission. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With• 
out objection; the nomination is con• 
firmed. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi
dent, I ask that the President be notified 
of the confirmation of the nomination. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With
out objection, the President will be 
notified. · 

LEGISLATIVE SESSION 
Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi

dent, I move that the Senate resume the 
consideration of legislative business. 

The motion was. agreed to; and the 
Senate resumed the consideration of leg
islative business. 

LEGISLATIVE PROGRAM 
Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi

dent, I should like to malce a brief state
ment. I expect to be absent from the 
Senate the latter part of this week an:d 
during next week. It is hoped by the 
leadership that the Senate ·will be able 
to conclude action on the defense ap
propriation-bill today and proceed to the 
consideration of the mutual security au
thorization bill. We shall, of course, 
consider any · conference reports which 
may be available, and, it may be ~ha~ 
some conference reports will ·need to be 
considered tomorrow. · · 

At the conclusion of the consideration 
of the mutual aid authorization bill it is 
planned to consider the debt limit bill, 
the old age .and survivors insurance bill, 
and the military public works bill. Of 
course it is necessary to pass the mutual 
aid authorization bill before the mutual 
aid appropriation bill is considered. We 
shall also consider the Frying Pan prpj
ect bill and the Hells Canyon project bill, 
together with any conference reports on 
appropriation bills which may be avail
able from time to time. ' 

We also expect to schedule for con
sideration Calendar 2313, S. 3903, the 
Trade Development Assistance Act. 

I make this announcement, Mr. Presi
dent, so that Members of the Senate may 
know of the possibility of various bills 
I have listed being considered this week 
or next week. 

The Democratic policy committee will 
have a ·meeting on Wednesday of this 
week and will attempt to clear other 
bills which have been reported to the 
Senate and are on the calendar. As soon 
as the policy committee has taken action 
I shall inform the Senate of its decision. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas subsequently 
said: Mr. President, I should like to add 
to the list of bills which I previously 
enumerated Calendar No. 2315, H. R. 
10766, to authorize the payment of com
pensation for certain losses and damages 
caused by United States Armed Forces 
during World War II. 

I 

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
APPR~PRIATIONS, 1957 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
further morning business? If not, the 
Chair lays before the Senate the unfin-
ished b1Jsiness. · 

The Senate resumed the consideration 
of the bill <H. R. 10986) making appro
priations for the Department of Defense 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1957, 
and for other purposes. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, I should 
like to have the attention of the majority 
leader and the minority leader while I 
make a unanimous-consent request. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con
sent that the committee amendments be 
agreed to en bloc, with the exception of 
three which are, respectively, on page 23, 
line 17; page 26, line 4, and page 29, 
lines 14 to 19, inclusive, that the bill as 
thus amended be considered as the orig
inal text for the purpose of further 
amendment, and that any point of order 
against the committee amendments be 
reserved. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the unanimous consent 
request? 

Mr.' JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi
dent, the request is not ·an unusual one, 
but for the exceptions incorporated in it. 
I presume that there may be some ad
vantage in this type of procedure. I can
not conceive of any Senator changing 
his views because of a procedural matter. 
Therefore, to preserve harmony, and in 
order that we may expedite considera
tion of the bill, I shall not object to the 
request, provided the same request, 
based on individual amendments, is 
made without exception to all appropria
tion bills. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the request? The Chair 
hears none, and the agreement is en
tered. 

The amendments of the Committee 
on Appropriations agreed to en bloc are 
as follows: · 

Under the heading "Title III-Department 
of the Army-Maintenance and Operations," 
on page 8, line 5, after the word "Govern
ment", to strike out "$2,954,581,000" and 
insert $2,967,057,000." ' 

Under the subhead "Military Construc
tion, Army Reserve Forces," on page 8, at 
the beginning of line 22, to strike out "$40,-
000,000" and insert "$60,000,000." 

Under the subhead "Army National 
Guard," on page 10, line 10, after the word 
'.'aircraft", to strike out $306,000,000" and 
insert "$321,492,000." · . 

"law", to strike out "$683,000" and insert 
"$1,183,000." . 

Under the subhead "Reductions in Appro
priations," on page 22, line 24, after the 
word "Fund", to strike out "$52,000,000" and 
insert "$12,000,000." 

Under the subhead "Procurement Other 
Than Aircraft," on page 23, at the beginning 
of line 24, to strike out "$1,100,000,000" and 
insert "$1,177,000,000." · -

Under the subhead "Research and Develop
ment," on page 24, line 5, after the word 
"law", to strike out "$610,000,000" and in"." 
sert "$710,000,000." 

Under the subhead. "Military Personnel," 
on page 27, line 18, after the word "enlist
ment", to strike out "$3,718,440,000" and 
insert "$3,745,440,000, of which not to exceed 
"$57,853,000 may be transferred ·to the ap
propriation, 'Military personnel, 1956'." 

Under the heading "Title VI-General Pro
visions," on page 37, line 17, after the word 
"than", to strike out "$31,000,000" and in
sert "$53,500,000." 

On page 47, after line 16, to insert a new 
section, as follows: 

"SEC, 634. During the fiscal year 1957 there 
is hereby authorized to be transferred to the 
Air Force Industrial Fund not to exceed 
$40 million from the Navy Industrial Fund 
and not to exceed $110 million from the Army 
Industrial Fund." 

On page 47, after line 21, to insert a new 
section, as follows: 

"SEC. 635. Appropriations available to the 
Department of Defense for major procure
ment of aircraft and missiles shall be avail
able for expenses of development." 

On page 48, line 1, to change the section 
number from "634" to "636." 

REFUGEES, ESCAPEES, AND 
EXPELLEES 

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, I send 
to the desk a statement and ask that the 
clerk may read it. My eyes are not in 
shape to read the statement myself. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the .clerk will read the state
ment of the Senator from North Dakota. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, as 

chairman of the subcommittee of the 
Committee on the Judiciary to investi
gate problems connected with the em
igration of refugees, escapees, and ex
pellees, I want to call the attention of 
the Members of this body to the state
ment released to the press on June 12, 
1956, by Secretary of State John Foster 
Dulles on the subject of refugees, and 
at this point in my remarks I ask unani
mous consent to have Mr. Dulles' state
ment printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the state
ment was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as fallows: 

REALLOCATION OF VISA ALLOTMENTS IN 
REFUGEE RELIEF ACT 

Under the subhead "National Bo1:1,rd for 
the Promotion of Rifle Practice, Army," on 
page 11, line 5, after the word "Board", to 
strike out "$297,000" and insert "$534,000." 

I wish to call to your attention an action 
On page 1i', after line 17, to strike out: which the refugee relief program was re-

"REDUCTION IN APPROPRIATION quired to take last week, and which points 
up in a forceful but unfortunate way the 

"Army indu strial fund · merit of the President's repeated requests 
"The amount available in the Army Indus- that there be a reallocation of visa allot

trial Fund is hereby -reduced by $110,000,000, ments contained in the Refugee Relief Act. 
such sum to be covered into the Treasury We were compelled to announce that, effec-
immediately upon approval of this act." tive midnight last night, no more applica-

Under the heading "Title IV-Department tions for visas could be accepted for Iron 
o! the Navy-servicewide Operations," on Curtain escapees residing in the NATO coun
page ·22, line 6, after the word "salaries", to tries of continental Europe, plus Sweden, 
strike out "$102,472,000'' and 1nseri "$102,• Turkey, and Iran-but not including Ger~ 
435,000." many and Austria. Ten thousand visas were 

Under the sul;>head "Naval Petroleum Re- authorized for this group of escapees. About 
serves," on page 22, line 10, after the word ... 6,000 have_ been issued, We now have in 
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process over 10,000 escapee- applicants for. the 
remaining 4,000 visas. At the same time, 
we have thousands more visas authorized 
for Iron Curtain escapees residing in Ger
many and Austria than we have escapee ap
plicants in those two countries. 

One of the President's proposals was to 
reallocate visas from places where they are 
not needed to places where they are needed. 
Over a month ago, I also testified before a 
Senate subcommittee urging congressional 
action to amend the Refugee Relief Act. The 
present situation confirms that need. . 

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, I re
mind the Senate that- the enactment of 
some refugee relief legislation was one 
of the very first things President Eisen
hower asked the Congress to do and his 
interest in and very grave concern over 
this matter is a continuing one even to 
this day, as there is no doubt in my mind 
that Mr. Dulles, in his June 12 statement, 
was ·merely expressing the President's 
views. 

It is common knowledge that the Pres
ident of the United States, in asking Con
gress to pass some refugee relief bill, had 
several very good reasons and that his 
first and foremost reason was a human
itarian one. Also that he believed it 
would strengthen our foreign policy, and 
increase our prestige abroad. It would 
be irrefutable evidence to the other coun
tries of the free world that the United 
States was willing to shoulder her fair 
share of this burden and it was hoped 
that it would serve as an example to the 
other countries to do likewise, that they 
too, would open their doors to certain 
numbers of these unfortunate, homeless 
people. 

However, the legislation which was 
finally passed, Public Law 203, 83d Con
gress, approved by the President on Au
gust 7, 1953, must have been a great dis
appointment to him, as when humani
tarian legislation is enacted there should 
not be incorporated therein all the ob
stacles the human mind is capable of de
vising to defeat the very benefits granted 
by such legislation. In other words, Mr. 
President, something is not given with 
one hand and immediately taken away 
with the other. But that is exactly 
what was done by Public Law 203. I was 
chairman of the Judiciary Committee at 
that time, and I assure the Senate that 
we could not get a more liberal bill re
ported favorably. Many times we were 
in executive session at midnight in an ef
fort to report any sort of refugee bill. 

So. Mr. President, we start with the 
premise that Public Law 203 is a very dif
ficult piece of refugee legislation, which 
under its provisions, the Department of 
State is charged with administering. 
The Department of State, in turn, had its 
problems, not the least of which was 
having to start from scratch. The Amer~ 
ican consular offices overseas were en
tirely unable to cope with the handling 
of large numbers of visa applications. 
The Department had to employ and train 
new personnel, engage office space in the 
various capitols of the world, and at the 
same time struggle to keep its budget 
within reasonable limits. 

It is now admitted by everybody work ... 
ing with this act, the Department of 
State officials included, that the refugee 
relief program was at least a year and a 
half late in getting under way and it is 

my considered opinion that such delay 
was due to inexperience and perhaps in 
some instances, bad judgment, but I have 
found no evidence to support the charge 
that such delay was deliberate or inten
tional. So much for the background. 
Now let us see what has transpired since 
the operation of the act has at long last 
gotten going. 

Among other things, Public Law 203 
provides that visas may be issued to 
209,000 immigrants who meet the very 
strict definition of "refugee," ''escapee," 
and "expellee." Also they must meet 
other rigid requirements. The cut-off 
date of the act is December 31, 1956. 

Mr. President, the Department of 
State publishes weekly statistical re
ports, showing the number of visas 
issued as of a given date. Early in 1955, 
it became apparent that little more than 
half the 209,000 visas would be issued 
before the expiration date, although 
many t imes this number of refugees, 
escapees, and expellees had been sitting 
in camps for more than 5 years and 
were registered with American consuls 
all over the world. 

President Eisenhower took cognizance 
of this situation, and on May 27, 1955, 
sent a message to Congress setting forth 
a number of ways in which he believed 
the act should be liberalized, if it was 
to accomplish the purpose for which it 
was intended. Thereupon, a number of 
bills were introduced in the Senate em
bodying the suggested changes. The 
subcommittee went into action, hearings 
were held, and reports written, but up 
to the present time we have not been 
success! ul in having any of these bills 
reported favorably by the subcommit
tee. Again, it is not due to the lack of 
effort. 

President Eisenhower considered the 
refugee problem of sufficient importance 
to mention it again in his state of the 
Union message to Congress in January 
of this year. What more could any 
President do? 

Mr. President, I want to dwell for a 
minute on the incongruous position of 
the United 'States Government as con
cerns the escapees, if this act is actually 
allowed to expire as scheduled on De
cember 31, 1956. The Government is 
spending millions of dollars through 
such instrumentalities as Radio Free Eu
rope. United States Information 
Agency, which includes Voice of Amer
ica, United States escapee program
which provides interim aid-and many, 
many others. All these expenditures 
have but one objective, namely, to per
suade, entice, induce, cajole, and lure 
the Communist slaves to throw off their 
shackles and escape from. behind the 
Iron Curtain countries. We tell them, 
through every medium of communica
tion at our disposal, to risk everything, 
even their lives, if necessary, to escape, 
come to the free West, see how people 
there live, and make new lives for them
selves, with unlimited opportunities, and 
that we will help them. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Mr. President, re
serving the right to object, as I under
stood, the Senate was operating under 
the 2-minute rule with resp-ect to the 
limitation of speeches during the morn
ing hour. The distinguished Senator 

from North Dakota asked unanimous 
consent to place certain matters in the 
RECORD, but he did not ask unanimous 
consent to have the clerk read for 20 
minutes. 

I make the point of order that since 
the Senate is operating in the morning 
hour, with a limitation of 2 minutes on 
speeches, the limitation would apply as 
much to the clerk who is reading the 
Senator's statement as it would to the 
Senator himself. Therefore, since the 
Senator from North Dakota did not ask 
unanimous consent that his statement 
be read for 15 or 20 minutes, I object to 
the continuation of the reading of the 
statement. 

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, I think 
the Senator from Virginia is quite cor
rect. I did .not know that the Senate 
was operating under the 2-minute rule 
and that the time granted to me under 
the rule had expired. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair announced before the statement 
of the Senator from North Dakota was 
read that the Senate was operating un
der the 2.-minute rule, but no objection 
was raised at that .time to the reading-of 
the Senator's statement. 

What is the pleasure of the Senate? 
Does the Senator from Virginia object 
to the continuation of the reading of the 
statement of the Senator from North 
Dakota? 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Mr. President, I 
withdraw my objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will continue to read. 

The legislative clerk resumed the 
reading of Mr. LANGER's statement, as 
follows: · · . 

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, let us 
assume that these people succumb to our · 
enticements and risk everything to es
cape to the free West. Then what are 
we to do with them? Certainly we can
not give them a visa because the Refugee 
Relief Act has expired and in almost 
all cases the country of their origin has · 
a heavily oversubscdbed quota-some 
countries are oversubscribed for the next 
10 years. So the only alte1·native is for 
them to continue to live in refugee camps 
and if you have ever seen such a camp, 
then you know it is not a very desirable 
abode, but there is something else they 
can do and that is defect-go back be
hind the Iron Curtain and tell the Com
munists how they were received and 
deceived by the so-called free West. So 
far, only a small number have defected, 
those who became discouraged and dis
illusioned by the long delay and endless 
redtape in trying to get a visa. The 
Communists, you know, are not asleep. 
They are continually trying to induce 
the escapees to return, promising them 
a full pardon for having escaped, houses 
and jobs. If these escapees, beginning 
to realize the futility of spending more 
years in a camp, returned by the thou
sands as they are sure to do, then the 
United States from a propaganda stand
point, will most certainly be discred
ited-in fact, we will be a great deal 
worse off than we were before we ini
tiated this program-we will have mis
erably failed. 

Now our promise to take a certain 
number of these refugees did set an 
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example to other countries of the world, 
just as the President of the United States 
hoped it would. These countries opened 
their doors to large numbers of refugees, 
many more than the United States and 
are to this day continuing to admit them. 
Many hundreds of thousands of refugees 
have gone to Australia, Canada, and al
most all of the South American coun
tries. This was in reliance on the prom
ise of the United States to do likewise 
and now we are about to default-to 
break our promise. What must other 
countries think of us? 

Mr. President, if this act is not ex
tended and we continue to invite these 
people to escape, through all the medi
ums of communication available to us, 
we are guilty of misleading them-badly 
misleading them-of knowingly encour- . 
aging them to exchange bad conditions 
for worse conditions, and I want to go 
on record as protesting against this 
unfairness-this cruelty. Then when 
thousands of these human beings under
standably become disgusted and defect
what a blow this will be to our foreign 
policy. 

And now, Mr. President, let us con
sider briefly the orphan phase of this 
program. Under Public Law 203, 4,000 
orphan visas may be issued on a world
wide basis, and at one time, it appeared 
that perhaps all of these visas would not 
be used. However, I have recently been 
told that the entire 4,000 orphan visas 
will be exhausted before December 31 of 
this year and that the American people 
are simply clamoring for more orphans 
to adopt. In my State of North Dakota, 
approximately 150 applications for or
phans have been filed, and at last report 
only 2 have actually come in to North 
Dakota. 

Mr. President, certainly from the 
standpoint of their youth, flexibility and 
lack of ties to any other cultures, these 
little children will make most desirable 
citizens. Nobody could object to them 
on the ground of being a security risk, 
nobody could raise the objection that 
they are displacing some American work
ingman from his house or his job. So 
why are we so reluctant to increase this 
number? 

In view of the anguish being experi
enced by many United States citizens 
who want to adopt children and find 
them in such short supply over here, we 
would be doing a, good thing for our own 
people and for the orphans if we in
creased this 4,000 to 10,000 or even more. 
As a member of the subcommittee on 
juvenile delinquency, we found by hold
ing hearings, that some of our reputable 
citizens go into the black market and 
actually spend thousands of dollars to 
buy a child. Of course, this is a most 
reprehensible practice and one not to 
be condoned, but it just shows to what 
lengths people will go when they want 
to adopt a child. 

Public Law 203, expires in less than 6 
months for all practical purposes, al
though the cut-off date is technically 
December 31, 1956. I am told by De
partment of State officials that any ap
plica,tion received after July of this year, 
or the very latest August of this year, 
will have little or no chance of being 
acted upon because, on an average, it 

takes 5 months to process an application. 
Now according to the statistical report 
from the Department of State dated 
June 1, 1956, it is shown that as of that 
date only 112,938 visas have been issued. 
This means that 96,062 visas remain to 
be issued during the next 6 months and 
I submit, Mr. President, that this is a 
physical impossibility. It is estimated 
that between 35 to 40 thousand visas 
will be unused-that is-lost to these 
unfortunate homeless people. 

Mr. President, to me this would be 
nothing less than a tragedy and it need 
not happen. There are several · bills 
pending in my subcommittee which 
woul.d save the situation. As I see it, the 
immediate need is to pa,ss legislation to 
extend the life of the act and for the 
reallocation of these unused visas. I 
recently introduced a bill, S. 3876, which 
would accomplish both of these objec
tives. Hearings have been concluded on 
this bill and a confidential subcommittee 
report written and I might also add, that 
this bill has the unqualified endorse
ment of the Depa,rtment of State. It 
only remains to have it reported favor
ably by the subcommittee, and I sincere
ly hope we will do this in time. 

PENSION PAYMENTS TO CERTAIN 
VETERANS AND THEIR DEPEND
ENTS 
Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, I send 

to the desk another statement which I 
ask unanimous consent to have read, 
because of my own inability at present to 
read it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
statement will be read. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, in 

January of this year, I introduced a bill, 
S. 2978, which if enacted, would increase 
the income limitations governing the 
payment of pension to certain veterans 
and their dependents. This bill, was in 
due course, properly referred to the Sen
ate Committee on Finance and the com
mittee, as a routine matter, requested a 
report from the Veterans' Administra
tion. This report has now been received 
and a copy forwarded to me and at this 
point in my remarks I ask unanimous 
consent to have it printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the report 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 
The Honorable WILLIAM LANGER, 

United States Senate, 
Washington, D. C. 

DEAR SENATOR LANGER: I am enclosing for 
your information a copy of a report received 
from the Veterans' Administration relative to 
your · bill S. 2978, "To increase the annual 
income limitations governing the payment of 
pension to certain veterans and their de
pendents." 

Respectfully, 
ELIZABETH B. SPRINGER, 

Chief Clerk. 

JUNE 8, 1956. 
Hon. HARRY F. BYRD, 

Chairman, Committee on Finance1 

United States Senate, 
Washington, D. C. 

DEAR SENATOR BYRD: Further reference is 
made to your letter requesting a report by 
the Veterans' Administration relative to 
S. 2978, 84th Congress, "A bill to increase 

the annual income limitations governing the 
payment of pension to certain veterans and 
their dependents." 

The bill proposes to increase existing in
come limitations governing the payment of 
pension for non-service-connected disability 
to certain veterans and of pension for non
service-connected death to certain widows 
and children. 

Under existing law (pt. III, Veterans 
Regulation No. 1 (a), as amended), veterans 
of World War I, World War II, or the Korean 
conflict period are eligible, subject to speci
fied requirements, to pension for permanent 
total non-service-connected disability. The 
pension rates are $66.15 per month, or $78.75 
if the veteran has received the basic rate for 
a continuous period of 10 years or reaches 
the age of 65. A rate of $135.45 per month 
is authorized in the case of an otherwise 
eligible veteran who is, on account of age or 
physical or mental disability, helpless or 
blind or so nearly helpless or blind as to need 
or require the regular aid or attendance of 
another person. Payment cannot be made 
if the veteran's annual income exceeds 
$1,400 if he is unmarried, or $2,700 if married 
or with minor children. Section 1 of S. 2978 
woulq raise the $1,400 income limitation to 
$3 ,000 and the existing $2,700 limitation to 
$4,000. 

In connection with this proposal, your 
committee will undoubtedly desire to con
sider the basic purpose of this disability 
pension. It was intended primarily to afford 
a modest allowance to seriously disabled vet
erans who are in limited financial circum
stances but whose condition is not the out
growth of their war service. It was not in
tended to provide full support. The veteran 
who receives $66.15 monthly pension ($793.80 
yearly), if subject to the $1,400 income limi
tation, may receive an aggregate yearly in
come (including pension) of $2,193.80. The 
aggregate of $2,193.80 would be increased to 
$3,793.80 if S. 2978 is enacted into law. If 
he is subject to the $2,700 limitation, he cur
rently can receive as much as $3,493.80 
annually. The aggregate of $3,493.80 would 
be increased to $4,793.80 if the bill is enacted. 
If paid the higher rates of $78.75 or $135.45 
per month, the veteran's potential aggregate 
income would be proportionately greater. 

Section 2 of the bill is concerned with the 
annual income limitations which qualify 
eligibility of widows and children of deceased 
veterans of World War I, World War II, or 
the Korean conflict period, for non-service
connected death pension provided by the act 
of June 28, 1934 (48 Stat. 1281), as amended 
and extended. The current monthly death 
pension rates are widow with no child, $50.40; 
widow with 1 child, $63; with $7.56 for each 
additional child; no widow but 1 child, 
$27.30; no widow but 2 children, $40.95, equal
ly divided; no widow but 3 children, $54.60, 
equally divided; with $7.56 for each addi
tional child, total equally divided. Section 2 
of S. 2978 would raise the annual income 
limitations governing the payment of this 
pension from $1,400 to $3,000 in the case of 
a widow without children or in the case of 
a child, and from $2,700 to $4,000 in the case 
of a widow with a child or children. 

As in the case of disability pension, it 
has been the consistent policy of the Con
gress to restrict the benefits of the act of 
June 28, 1934, as amended, to widows and 
children in limited financial circumstances, 
the theory of the legislation being to provide 
some measure of support to those primary 
dependents who survive the veteran and who 
are in need. Under the present law, an 
eligible widow with no child receives $50.40 
monthly pension or $604.80 annually, which 
when combined with the permissible $1 ,400 
income would aggregate $2,004.80 annually. 
The aggregate of $2,004.80 would be increased 
to $3,604.80 if S. 2978 is enacted into law. A 
widow with 1 child receives $63 monthly pen
sion or $756 annually, which when combined 
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with the permissible $2,700 income would 
aggregate $3,456 annually. The aggregate of 
$3,456 would be increased to $4,756 in the 
event s . 2978 is enacted. In other cases t he 
possible income would vary according t o the 
rate of pension and income limitat ion appli
cable thereto. 

Section 3 of S. 2978 states that the bill 
shall take effect on the first day of the sec
ond calendar month following i t s enact 
ment. It provides that no pension shall be 
paid to any person whose eligibility for pen
sion is established solely by virtue of the bill 
for any period prior to the effective d ate 
thereof. It is assumed in this connection 
that it is intended that the bill apply to 
pending and future applications for bene
fits and would not require an administra
tive review, without applica tion, of cases 
previously disallowed. 

When the disability pension with which 
this bill is concerned was established by law 
(Veterans Regulation No. 1, March 31, 1933 ) , 
income limitations were provided of $1 ,000 
applicable to . an unmarried veteran, and 
$2,500 to a married veteran or a veteran with 
a minor child or children. The act of June 
28, 1934, which created the death pensio? 
benefit under consideration, provided that 1t 
would not be applicable to any person dur
ing any year following a year for which such 
person was not entitled to exemption from 
the payment of a Federal income tax. By 
the act of July 19, 1939 (53 Stat. 1068) , that 
limitation was replaced by the income lim
itations or $1 ,000 in the case of a widow 
without child, or a child, and $2,500 in the 
case of a widow With a child or children. 
The mentioned ~1,000 and $2,500 limitations 
applicable to both disability and death pen
sion were increased to $1,400 and $2,700 by 
sections 1 and 2, respectively, of the act of 
May 23, 1952 (66 Stat . 91). For the infor
mation of the committee, it is noted that 
for the purposes of the foregoing limita
tions, annual income is determined in ac
cordance with Veterans' Administration Reg
ulation 1228, a copy of which was furnished 
your committee with the Veterans• Admin
istration's report on S. 1213, 84th Con gress, 
under date of October 5, 1955. 

It appears from the legislative history of 
the bill (H. R . 4387, 82d Cong.), which be
came the act of May 23, 1952, supra , that the 
increases granted in the income ll:mitations 
at that time were predicated on the in
creased cost of living. In this connection, it 
is noted that the Consumer Price Index of 
the Bureau of Labor Statistics, United States 
Department of Labor, for May 1952, was Il3 
points and for April 1956, 114.9 points (1947-
49 = 109 points), an increase of roughly 1 % 
_percent. 

With respect to the following estimates of 
cost of the bill, if enacted, the latest avail
able income data and marital status data 
published by the Bureau of the Census have 
been utilized. In estimating the cost of the 
bills, it has ·been assumed that the income 
level of veterans and dependents of deceased 
veterans is the same as that for the general 
population of comparable age and sex and 
that there will be no significant change in 
income levels from that indicated by the lat
est available da ta. 

Subject to the foregoing assumptions, It 
is estimated that S. 2978, if enacted, would 
affect approximately 378,800 cases during the 
first year at an additional cost for that year 
of approximately $309,262,000. Of these, it 
is estimated that section 1 of the bill would 
affect 334,000 veterans' cases at a cost of 
$284,119,000, and section 2 would affect 44,800 
deceased veterans' cases at a cost of $25,-
143,000. In accordance with paragraph 7, 
Bureau of the Budget Circular A-19, dated 
June 14, 1954, it is estimated that the annual 
cost of S. 2978 will increase by approximately 
16 to 19 percent each year, over the preceding 
year in the 4 succeeding years. In view of 

the intangible factors involved, the foregoing 
estimate may not be considered as firm, but 
as t}1e best practicable estimate . of the cost 
of the bill. 

In view of the fact that the income limita
tions were liberalized in 1952, and the cost 
of living has increased less than 2 percent 
since that time, I do not believe that the bill 
merits favorable consideration. 

Advice was received from the Bureau of 
t he Budget with respect to a similar r eport 
on a similar bill (H. R. 644, 84th Cong.) to 
t he House Committee on Veterans' Affairs, 
that there would be no objection by that 
Office to the submission of the report to the 
committee, and that for the reasons set forth 
in the report the Bureau recommends against 
favora ble consideration of the bill. 

Sincerely yours, 
H. V. HIGLEY, 

Administrator, 

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, while I 
am not surprised that the Administrator 
of Veterans' Affairs; to use his own 
words, "does not believe that the bill 
merits favorable consideration," I am 
surprised at the circuitous reasoning 
route he took to reach this profound 
.conclusion. The Administrator opposes 
the increase in income limitations on the 
basis that since Congress gave an in
crease in incomes in 1952, and since the 
cost of living has increased very little 
since 1952 to 1956, less than 2 percent, 
to be exact, that further .liberalization of 
income limitations would not be justified. 

Why 1952, why not go back to 1933? 
My reply to that assertion is this-if 
Congress was guilty of an injustice in 
1952, which we were, must we perpetuate 
it to the end of time? My contention is 
that when these income limitations were 
raised in 1952', such increases were not 
realistic then and today they are absurd. 

Mr. President, in case someone may be 
wondering what is this ''income limita
tion" which I consider so all-important, 
I want to explain briefly what is meant 
by these terms and how it works to the 
disadvantage of veterans. Under certain 
existing laws pertaining to veterans who 
have been rated nonservice-connected, 
there is a provision that, although such 
.a veteran may be otherwise eligible to 
receive a pension, he may have the re
quired service, he may have an honor
able discharge, together with all the 
other elements of entitlement, yet if his 
annual income exceeds a certain amount, 
he may not be awarded a pension. This 
stipula tion is written in the law, and it 
cannot be bypassed. The same holds 
true for dependents of such veterans, and 
believe me. Mr. President, this "annual 
income" takes in just about everything. 

Mr. President, the basis for the pres
ent income limitation on World War I 
veterans dates back to 1933. At that 
time, during the depression, Congress 
imposed, by Public Law 2-March 20, 
1933-an income limitation of $1,000 for 
veterans without dependents and $2,500 
for veterans with dependents. This was 
increased by Public Law 356-May 23, 
1952-to $1,400 and $2,700, respectively. 
In other words, in the last 23 years we 
have raised this income limitations , ex
actly $400 for single veterans and $200 
for veterans with dependents. This is 
also true for veterans• dependents. And 

now let us see how the cost of living has 
gone up since 1933: 
Changes in selected consumer food, pr ices, 

1933- 56 

Item Unit 
Feb- Pcr-

1933 ruary ccnt
l!l56 age in

creases 

- - ·----------·--·--·--
Cents Cents 

B utter _____________ __ _ 1 pound ___ 27. 8 70. 8 
Cheese, American ____ _ ___ do___ ___ 23. 9 57. O 
Eggs, fresh ________ ___ 1 dozen ____ 28. 8 59. 2 
M ilk, fresh___ ______ __ l quart____ 10. 4 22. 2 
F lour, wheat__ ________ 5 pounds __ 19. 5 53. 0 
Bread ________ _______ __ 1 pound__ _ 7.1 17. 6 
Potatoes ______ ________ 10 pounds_ 23. 0 54. 8 
Cofiee ______________ __ 1 pound ___ 26. 4 96. 2 
Chu ck roast_ ____ _____ ___ do_._ ___ 16. 0 45. 0 

154. 7 
138. 5 
105.6 
113. 5 
171. 8 
147. 9 
1:18. 3 
264.4 
181.3 

The foods I have mentioned-and 
they are the very cheapest grades-are 
·necessary staples which every family 
must buy and consume if they are to 
maintain any standard of health. I am 
not arguing for this increase in income 
limitations so veterans can buy fl.let 
mignon, champagne, and caviar, but only 
-that they may be able to buy the barest 
necessities. · 

Mr. President, what would S. 2978 do 
that would be so ruinous to the country 
and would clean out the Treasury? It 
would raise the income limitation in the 
case of single veterans from the present 
$1,400 to $3,000, and for veterans with 
dependents from the present $2,700 to 
$4,000. The same would apply to de
pendents of veterans. This bill is based 
on the belief that the old income limita
tion is outmoded and unrealistic in terms 
of present living costs and concepts of a 
minimum decent standard of living of 
the American people. I am very sure 
that Congress never intended that the 
veterans' standard of living should be 
lower than that of the nonveteran. If 
the argument of the Administrator of 
Veterans' Affairs holds water, that the 
income limitation upon veterans' pen
sions should vary directly with the cost 
of living, then the amounts mentioned 
in my bill, S. 2978, are too low. They 
should be at least $3,100 and $5,000 re
spectively. How did the Administrator 
anive at the - conclusion that S. 2978 
"does not merit favorable considera
tion"? 

The figures I have just quoted con
cerning the cost of foodstuffs are from 
the Bureau of Labor Statistics, and prove, 
beyond any doubt, that the cost of living 
from 1933 to 1956 increased 107 .8 per
cent. The income limitat:.on has practi
cally stood still. These figures from the 
Bureau of Labor Statistics must have 
been available to the Administrator of 
Veterans' Affairs, just as they were a van.:. 
able to me; and from where I sit, Mr. 
President, I am not able to say with cer
tainty whether he chose to ignore them 
or whether not taking them into account 
was an oversight. 

SECURITY CHECKING OF OFFICE OF' 
SENATOR LEHMAN 

Mr. SYMINGTON. Mr. President, on 
last Thursday, June 21, the distinguished 
junior Senator from New York [Mr. 
LEHMAN] discussed on the floor a matter 
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concerning the security checking of a 
part of his office space by representatives 
of the Department of Defense. 

I ask unanimous consent to have print
ed at this point in the RECORD the sworn 
testimony of the two Department of De
fense representatives and the Capitol po
liceman involved, which was given before 
the Subcommittee on the Air Force of 
the Committee on Armed Services. 

There being no objection, the testi
mony was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 

LEHMAN MATTER 
UNITED STATES SENATE, 

SUBCOMMITTEE ON THE AIR FORCE 
OF THE COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 

· Washington, D. C., June 21, 1956. 
The subcommittee (consisting of Senators 

SYMINGTON, JACKSON, ERVIN, SALTONSTALL, 
and DUFF) met, pursuant to call, at 11: 10 
a. m., in room 212, Senate Office Building, 
Senator STUXRT SYMINGTON (chairman of the 
subcommittee) presiding. 

Present: Senators SYMINGTON (presiding) 
SALTONSTALL, and DUFF. 

Also present: Mr. Fowler Hamilton, coun
sel; Ramsay D. Potts, associate counsel; Fred 
B. Rhodes, legal consultant to Senator 
SALTONSTALL; Edward C. Welsh, assistant to 
Senator SYMINGTON; and Wallace L. Engle, 
staff member. 

Mansfield T. Sprague, general counsel, 
Dapartment of Defense. 

Senator · SYMINGTON. We will take up a 
matter that has come up as the result of an 
article in the press this morning. 

Will a member of the staff find the police
man, the one who was involved in this? 

This article, at this point, I submit for the 
record. 

(The article above referred to in its en
tirety is as follows: ) 

"[From the New York Times, of June 21, 
1956] 

"AGENTS HUNT A 'TAP' IN LEHMAN'S OFFICE 
"WASHINGTON, June 20.-Two men with 

badges walked into Senator HERBERT H. 
LEHMAN'S office today and scrutinized his re
frigerator closet. 

"Security being what it is, nq one can be 
certain what they were looking for, .but cir
cumstantial evidence suggests tl:ey suspected 
a 'bug,' an electrical or electronic device used 
for long-range eavesdropping. 

"The Senator's closet is adjacent t.o a 
Senate hearing room where hypersecret De
fense Department information is being sub
mitted to an Armed Services Subcommittee 
investigating the Nation's aerial prepared
ness for war. 

"The subcommittee revealed yesterday 
that security police were guarding the air 
around the room against potential devices 
for eavesdropping. 

"The agents' job, according to the sub
committee, is to insure that 'no remotely 
controlled clandestine,. transmitters are put 
into operation during a conference.' 

"Senator STUART SYMINGTON, Democrat of 
Missouri, who conducts the hearings, said 
that though the check was merely a routine 
precautionary measure; a similar procedure 
had never been used before in Senate hear
ings. 

"The Defense Department refused today 
to describe its techniques for fighting any 
long-range snooper. 'Radio monitoring' and 
'visual inspection' are vaguely alluded to, but 
more precise information is secret. 

"Secretary is startled 
"The guessing Senator LEHMAN'S office to

day was that it had been subjected to the 
'visual inspection• technique. Mrs. Mildred 
Akins, one of the New York Democrat's secre
taries, said she was startled to notice a 
Capitol policeman and two men iri civilian 
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clothes prowling resolutely through private 
quarters of the office. 

"'I said, "Nobody comes in our office un
less I see a badge or something,"' she re
ported. The policeman, she said, muttered 
something about 'security' and •a hearing 
next door.' The other two men flashed 
badges. 

"Thereupon, she said, they sought out the 
closet where the staff keeps a small refrig
erator and scanned it professionally. They 
left without further explanation. 

"Normally congressional hearing rooms are 
checked for eavesdropping devices before 
sessions in which secret information is to 
be divulged. The continuous check with 
radio monitoring devices, however, is thought 
to be an innovation. It is operated by the 
security office of the Office of the Secretary 
of Defense. 

"Mrs. Akins said that the two men Who 
checked Senator LEHMAN'S office today seemed 
satisfied that nothing sinister was secreted 
there and left after simply looking. 

"Security 'nightmares' 
"The Capitol Office Building, however, 

ranks among the worst security nightmares 
of Washington for the Defense Department. 
There is no restraint or check on the public. 
Crackpots appear in high percentage to 
plead all manner of causes and the corridors 
are usually thronged with mobs of tourists. 

"The police force, which in theory guards 
it, is a special . group recruited from men 
seeking minor political patronage and bears 
little resemblance to any other police force 
in the Nation. It is utterly political and 
has no connection with the professional 
Washington City force. 

"In hearings last year, a private detective 
specializing in wiretapping told a House com
mittee that new eavesdropping devices being 
developed would enable a snooper to stand 
outside a building and 'bug' any hearing 
room. 

"This, he testified, could be done electroni
cally. 

"The Defense Department's reference to 
'radio monitoring' as an 'antibug' device 
presumably means that the Department is 
now equipped to detect such snoopers." 

Senator SYMINGTON. Is Mr. Morgan here? 
Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir. 
Senator SYMINGTON. Are you the headman 

of these two? 
Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir. 
Senator SYMINGTON. Will you raise your 

right hand? Do you solemnly swear the in
formation you give this committee is the 
truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the 
truth, so help you God? 

Mr. MORGAN. I do, sir. 
S:mator SYMINGTON. What is this all 

about? 
TESTIMONY OF CLARKE A. MORGAN, OSD SECURITY 

Mr. MoRGAN. It is very little, sir. Yester
day I noticed a ventilator which had insu
lation torn aside in it, and I wanted to see 
what was on the other side of it, and there
fore, I asked the policeman-I thought it 
led to the ladies latrine, which is right next 
door, but it wasn't. It was behind in the 
next office, a little long room, and I asked 
the policeman if he would go along with me, 
and I went in and looked at it. 

Senator SYMINGTON. Is the ventilation not 
connected with the ladies room? 

Mr. MORGAN. No. 
Senator SYMINGTON. Did you go into the 

ladies room first? 
Mr. MORGAN. First I checked there and 

then around in the next office. 
Senator SYMINGTON. And then what did 

you do? 
Mr. MORGAN. I just walked out. I saw 

what it was, that it had been torn aside, so 
I went around on the other side, I saw no 
lii,tening devices, went and plugged up the 
hole from our side. 

Senator SYMINGTON. And is that all that 
happened? 

Mr. MORGAN. That's all. 
Senator SYMINGTON. Where is the other 

man who was with you? Will you give your 
full name? 

Mr. MORGAN. Clarke A. Morgan. 
Senator SYMINGTON. And to whom do you 

report? 
Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Gould, of Security Divi-

sion of OSD. 
Mr. HAMILTON. What is his full name? 
Mr. MORGAN. George J. Gould. 
Senator SYMINGTON, Raise your right hand 

please. What is your name? 
Mr. BOGDANOWICZ. Bernard Bogdanowicz. 
Senator SYMINGTON. Do you solemnly 

swear all the information you give this sub
committee of the Senate Armed Services 
Committee will be the truth, the whole truth, 
and nothing but the truth? 

Mr. BoGDANOWICZ. Yes, sir. 
Senator SYMINGTON. Were you on this 

joint journey yesterday, too? 

TESTIMONY OF BERNARD S. BOGDANOWICZ, OSD 
SECURITY 

Mr. BOGDANOWICZ. Yes, sir. 
Senator SYMINGTON. And will you tell 

what happened? 
Mr . .BOGDANOWICZ. Mr. Morgan noted that 

the ventilator had insulation which was vis
ibly disturbed, so he checked the adjacent 
ladies room, after it was noted that it was 
empty. The police guard knocked on the 
door and checked to make certain. Then we 
went--

Senator SYMINGTON. What did you do? 
Mr. BOGDANOWICZ. After a police guard 

checked the adjacent ladies' room to make 
certain there was nobody in it, we went to 
see if the ventilator was from the ladies' 
room. It wasn't. It was in an adjacent 
office which belonged to Senator LEHMAN, so 
we asked the guard for assistance. 

He asked the secretary if it were permissi
ble for us to go back there, and she seemed 
perfectly willing. She went to check to see 
if there was anything that we shouldn't see. 
She came back and assisted us--

Senator SYMINGTON. Say that again, will 
you? 

Mr. BOGDANowicz. It's in a room adjacent 
to room 457 where our hearings are. It hap
pens to be Senator LEHMAN'S suite of offices. 

We sought the assistance of a police guard. 
He went in and asked the secretary if we 
could go look at the room. She said "yes," 
and she checked to see if there was anybody 
in the room. 

Senator SYMINGTON. Is that all she did? 
Mr. BoGDANOWICZ. Right. She went to the 

room, she checked to see if there was any
body there. She came back out and walked 
into the room with us. We looked at the 
ventilator and we walked back out. 

Senator SYMINGTON. And that's all there 
is to it? 

Mr. BOGDANOWICZ. Yes, sir. 
Senator SYMINGTON. And you all report to 

whom? · . 
Mr. BOGDANOWICZ. Mr. George J. Gould, 

Security Services Division of the Office of 
the Secretary 1Jf Defense. 

Senator SYMINGTON. Who told you to come 
to the committee? 

Mr. MORGAN. That was done through, I 
believe, legislative liaison to Mr. Gould, who 
told us personally. 

Senator SYMINGTON. Mr. Sprague, did you 
know anything about this? · 
. Mr. SPRAGUE. No, sir. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Taylor o! legislation 
liaison sometimes calls me, but usually it 
comes through Mr. Gould. 

Senator SYMINGTON. Over in the Penta
gon? 

Mr. MoRGAN. That's right. 
Senator SYMINGTON. What did they tell 

you to do when you came ov~r here? 
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Mr. MORGAN. Security coverage of the hear

ing. 
Senator SYMINGTON. And our testimony 

is that as soon as you went in the office, the 
woman was glad to have you look the office 
over? 

Mr. MORGAN. She did not seem to have any 
trouble. She walked back. She made some 
comment about she had a crackpot in there 
at one time, and she was leery about letting 
people in, so I showed her my badge and 
went in. She made no comment at all. 

That was after we were in there that she 
said she was leery of people coming in, so I 
showed her my badge, and she seemed very 
contented. 

Senator SYMINGTON. The policeman's story 
and your story don't jibe the way he gave 
it to me this morning. We are trying to find 
him. Do you know where he is? 

Mr. ENGLE. No, sir; I don't, He has been 
sent for. 

Senator SYMINGTON. He said the woman 
ran in the back and shut the door. 

Mr. MORGAN. Within this office, the office 
that you walk into from the hall, there was a 
little partition, glass-paneled partition to an
other office back of that. Now, how long that 
office is, I don't remember whether it runs to 
the left or not. Anyway, there was another 
door to this little long room, the one that we 
were interested in. 

Senator SYMINGTON. What happened when 
you first went in the office? What did you 
say? Who went in first? 

Mr. MORGAN, I believe the policeman went 
in first. 

Senator SYMINGTON. Did you go in with 
him when he went in first? 

Mr. BOGDANOWicz. We went to the outer 
office, sir, and he inquired, or asked the ste
nographer, if we could go back in and check 
a ventilator. 

Senator SYMINGTON. And what did she say? 
Mr. BOGDANOWICZ. She said she would go to 

the room and check and see if anybody was 
there, and she came out and escorted us 
into the room, sir. 

Senator SYMINGTON. That was all the con
. versation there was? 

Mr. BOGDANOWICZ. Except the fact she men
tioned having had an individual in there 
which at one time she didn't want, something 
like that. That was all, sir. 

Senator SYMINGTON. Did you find the 
officer? 

Mr. PO'ITS. I have him out here, sir. 
Senator SYMINGTON. Will you bring him 

in? Will you come up here, please, and sit 
next to this gentleman. Will you raise your 
right hand and be sworn, please? 

Do you solemnly swear the information 
you give this subcommittee of the Senate 
Armed Services Committee will be the truth, 
the whole truth, and nothing but the truth? 

Officer ENCINIAS. I do, sir. 
Senator SYMINGTON. What is your full 

name? 
TESTIMONY OF OFFICER GILBERT J. ENCINIAS 
Officer ENCINIAS. My name is Gilbert J.

last name is E-n-c-i-n-i-a-s. 
Senator SYMINGTON. Will you tell us what 

happened yesterday? 
Officer ENCINIAS. I was standing in room 

457. I was assigned to take care of that com
mittee there, and th_e two security officers 
came to me and asked me if I knew where 
that vent led. I didn't know where it led. 1 
thought it might lead from the ladies' lounge. 

I went to Senator LEHMAN'S office. I 
stopped at the desk. I asked the girl if she 
would do me a favor. The girl said, "I 
would do it for you if it did not mean leav
ing the room." 

I said, "No. What it is, I have to go into 
the ladies lounge, and I'd like somebody to 
go in there and check if anybody is in there." 

She said she could not leave the room, so I 
left. I knocked on the door and I yelled a 
couple of times. There was nobody in there, 
so we walked in there and there were no 

vent in there. Then I suggested that it 
probably went into Senator LEHMAN'S office, 
I wasn't sure. So I went in there, into Sen
ator LEHMAN'S office. I stoOd at the desk. 

The two gentlemen, the two security offi
cers were right by me. I asked the girl if it 
was possible for us to check that vent in the 
back room. She jumped up. She went to 
shut the door on us, and I explained to her 
again--

Senator SYMINGTON. I think when I saw 
you this morning you said "slammed the 
door on you." 

Officer ENCINIAS. Yes, sir, she slammed the 
door and she said, "Nobody comes in here." 
And I explained again to her that these were 
security officers. The man had identifica
tion. She asked the man for identification 
and he pulled out his billfold, and then she 
let him in. They went into the back room 
and she had a conversation with this gen
tleman right here that I think-I couldn't 
hear very well-I think she said about 2 
weeks ago somebody tried to come into the 
files. She let him in and talked to him, and 
then we went out. 

A few minutes elapsed, and she came to 
me while I was standing at the door, and she 
said that they were stuffing paper in the vent. 
I explained again to her why they were 
stuffing paper over there, and she kept on 
talking and I reported to some other officers 
there, I don't know who it was, and they 
were asking me different questions about 
the men there at the door. I said. 

"Next time, man, I will ask Senator SYM
INGTON if he could give us permission." 

And she took that as an insult. I did not 
mean it as an insult. I meant it with every . 
courtesy I could, that I would ask the Sen
ator next time to give me permission for 
what I had done. That is all there was to 
it, sir. 

Senator SYMINGTON. Mr. Morgan, you have 
already testified to whom you report in the 
Department of De~ense, isn't that correct? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir. 
Senator SYMINGTON. Senator SALTONSTALL, 

have you any comments? 
Senator SALTONSTALL. No, I have no com-

. ments. 
Senator SYMINGTON. Senator DuFF?
Senator DUFF. None. 
Senator SALTONSTALL. I have this comment, 

Mr. Chairman. Listening to this evidence, I 
should say that these men had done their 
best to carry out their responsibility to the 
Security Officer in the Pentagon to whom 
they report, and certainly there is no con
nection between the Senators who comprise 
the subcommittee and this duty of theirs. 

We have asked them to make sure that our 
hearings held in executive session are de-
bugged. · 

Senator SYMINGTON. When did we do that, 
Senator? 

Senator SALTONSTALL. We didn't ask them. 
We found that they were here in executive 
session to make sure that our sessions were 
debugged. We did not ask them to do it, 
that is correct. They were here to do it, and 
they were carrying out their responsibilities. 

Certainly, there is no responsibility on your 
part, and it seems to me that they were car
rying out their duties, and that the officer 
of the law was carrying out his duty, and I 
should say that the incident had been much 
magnified, and very unfortunately magni
fied. 

Senator SYMINGTON. T.he Chair would like, 
in case there is any real or implied relation
ship to the subcommittee's work in this tes
timony, to express his apologies to Senator 
LEHMAN for any inconvenience it might have 
caused him or his staff. Would the Senator 
care to join with me in that. 

Senator SALTONSTALL. I would be very 
happy to. I would say as far as I am con
cerned that we would be glad to, happy to 
apologize. 

Senator DuFF. I would like to do so also, 
and I would like to say from what I have 

heard, I don't think there was any- conceiv
able intention of reflection on Senator LEH
MAN. 

Mr. MORGAN. No, sir. I might state that I 
didn't even know it was his office at the time. 

Mr. SPRAGUE. Mr. Chairman, if you think it 
would be advisable, and I do, I would be glad 
to see to it that a letter of apology to Senator 
LEHMAN is issued from the Department of 
Defense. But I do feel on the basis of what 
the gentlemen have said, that they were just 
trying to carry out their normal duties. 

Senator SYMINGTON. I would appreciate 
that. Senator LEHMAN called me this morn
ing and told me that, based on the story, he 
intended to talk about it on the floor-if you 
got in touch with him as soon as convenient, 
it might be constructive, so he will under
stand the nature of what these men were 
trying to do, and the position of the Depart• 
ment of Defense. · 

Mr. SPRAGUE. I will do that, sir. 
Senator SYMINGTON. Thank you, gentle

men. We will now go into executive session, 

THE UNITED NATIONS IN THE MAIN
STREAM OF HISTORY 

Mr. MARTIN of Iowa. Mr. President, 
I have followed with great interest, from 
his schooldays, the entire career of Hon. 
Francis O. Wilcox, Assistant Secretary 
of State. Mr. Wilcox is a native Iowan, 
and all Iowa is proud, indeed, of him 
and his outstanding record. 

On April 27, 1956, Mr. Wilcox delivered 
a speech, entitled "The United Nations 
in the Mainstream of History," before 
the American Association of Interna
tional Law. In this speech he analyzed 
some of the main developments in the 
United Nations during the past decade, 
and the major problems we shall have 
to face as we look ahead. 

Because of the importance of Mr. 
Wilcox's discussion, I ask unanimous 
consent that it be printed in the body 
of the RECORD fallowing my remarks. 

There being no objection, the address 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 
THE UNITED NATIONS IN THE MAINSTREAM OF 

HISTORY . 
(Address by the Honorable Francis O. Wilcox, 

Assistant Secretary of State, before the 
American Society of International Law, 
Sheraton-Carlton Hotel, Washington, D. C., 
Friday, April 27, 1956) 
As a member of the fraternity of interna• 

tional law, I am honored to appear before 
you tonight as the society celebrates its 50th 
anniversary. We have been colleagues for a 
long time. It may sometimes seem to you, 
as it does to me, that we in government tend 
to lose touch with the wellsprings of scholar
ship and speculations that are indispensable 
to intellectual vigor. The scholar, for his 
part, may sometimes get too far away from 
the harsh realities of political action. August 
Comte, I am told, practiced the policy of 
cerebral hygiene-he didn't read any books 
except his own. This kind of sterility of 
thought must be avoided at all costs and 
I hope the day never comes when we in 
the government read only our own memor
anda. 

Both the public service and the learned 
professions can profit from increased con
tact between our two worlds. Organizations 
such as the American Society of Interna
tional Law can and should provide a helpful 
bridge in this connection. 

In wondering how to use this opportunity 
tonight, I thought it might be beneficial to 
step back from the immediate and the ob
vious, and look upon the United Nations 
from an historical point of view. 
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How can we sum up its first decade? How 

should we evaluate the trends that have 
set in? What are the main problems that lie 
ahead? 

THE IDSTORICAL BASIS OF THE U, N. 

First of all, we should abandon the notion, 
sometimes held, that in 1945 the United 
Nations sprang into being rrom nowhere, like 
Minerva from the l>row of Zeus. The anal
ogy, rather, should be the Phoenix arising 
from its own ashes. For while many felt 
it wise in 1945 to avoid dwelling on ante
cedents, those who labored to create the 
United Nations would have had an extremely 
difficult time without the precedents of the 
League of Nations to guide them. 

Indeed, the ancestry of the United Na
tions reaches back to such historic land
marks as the rise of the nation-state, the 
evolution of constitutional government, the 
beginnings of modern economic patterns, 
and the development of international juris
prudence from the time of Grotius and Vit
toria. 

From these early roots the process which 
Secretary Dulles has called "the institution
alizing of peace" has slowly taken form, cul
minating in our age in the creation of the 
United Nations. 

We can criticize history, but we can never 
rewrite it, despite the best efforts of both 
Stalin and his ungrateful proteges. When 
the United Nations came into being, men 
and nations had reached a certain point in 
their development. It was at this point, and 
this point only, that the United Nations 
could be constructed. 

By no means all men realized that we had 
reached that historic watershed. There were 
those, as there still are, who out of convic
tion or prejudice denied the possibility of 
true international cooperation. Much past 
history was available to support their pessi
mism. 

Others went well beyond that point. Op
timistic about man's innate virtue, they 
sought-and still seek-utopian solutions. 

In the main, the United Nations Charter 
represents a consensus-if not of men, at 
least of governments. The document itself 
is a remarkable compromise in the name of 
political reality. However, it has provided 
a satisfactory framework within which the 
organism has been able to live, to experiment, 
and to grow. That no nation, however dis
satisfied, has withdrawn its membership be
speaks both the intrinsic value of the or
ganization and increasingly articulate world 
public opinion. One can only conclude that 
it has been in the interest of member states 
to participate. This in itself is a major trib
ute to the architects who by and large con
fined themselves within the bounds of politi
cal interests and possibilities. The organi
zation has had to function in a world of fun
damental changes and its responses to those 
changes show that it has a strong survival 
factor. 

THE FIRST DECADE-TWO OVERRIDING FACTS 

What are the great changes in the first 
decade of the organization's life? Two facts 
of paramount importance stand out. 

First of all, after military victory in World 
War II was assured, the Soviet Union resumed 
its doctrinal hostility to the noncommunist 
world, and above .all to the United States
the symbol of all tha"!; stands between it and 
world domination. 

To say this is to describe how the hopeful 
notion of universal collective security has 
had to be transformed, at least for this age, 
into quite a different pattern of coalitions 
and alliances. · It describes the growth and 
the competition of two great powers; ·one 
determined to subvert free· societies, the 
other equally determined to preserve· from 
assault and subversion the values of Western 
civilization and the •practice of freedom un
der law. This fact has dimmed the United 
Nation's bright promise of cooperation and 
peace-enforcement. For once the cold war 

began tn earnest, the United Nations had to 
adapt itself to an intensely competitive, 
often hostile, and flagrantly "undiplomatic" 
world of tensions among the great powers. 
If it had not been able to do so, it would 
have expired. 

A second momentous development has 
marked the postwar decade. For the first 
time in modern history the scene of political 
and social action has significantly shifted 
from the European West to the great cradle 
of civilization lying athwart the equator, 
stretching from North Africa to the .Islands 
of Melanesia. This half of the world, which 
seemed to slumber through the great revolu
tions of the West, is rising from the remains 
of its mighty past. 

In one apocalyptic moment, as history tells 
time, this ancient world has erupted like 
some long-forgotten volcano. Today, 11 
years after the war, 14 nations containing 
600,000,000 people have achieved p~litical 
independence and become members of the 
United Nations. Hundreds of millions of 
their neighbors are moving toward a new 
political status, either quickly or slowly. 
They, too, lay claim to the status and the 
opportunities of the West, demanding an 
equal share of both. 

Those members of the United Nations who 
share similar backgrounds or similar prob
lems in relation to colonialism and eco
nomic development command a parliamen
tary strength today which few dreamed of in 
1945. This balance was strengthened by the 
admission of 16 more states to membership 
last fall. What they ask, in short, is freedom 
from poverty, freedom from control, and 
freedom from inequality. In the United 
Nations this takes on concrete shape in the 
repudiation of a passing age of Western 
colonialism, in expectations of economic help 
toward industrialization, and in demands for 
recognition of their claims for racial, social, 
and cultural equality. Together, these am
bitions represent a dynamic emotional force 
that has swept the subcontinents of the 
Eastern Hemisphere. 

The collision in the United Nations be
tween these two currents, one running be
tween the free world and international com
munism, the other between Europe' and its 
old imperial holdings, has served to mould 
the United Nations to the shape of the world 
it represents. It may have set discourag
ing limits to the organization. But it has 
also opened new possibilities for utilizing 
the United Nations to keep within peaceful 
bounds these sweeping tides and currents. 
The foremost task faci»,g both the policy
maker and the scholar is to determine how 
best these forces can be turned to good and 
constructive use, in pursuance of our goals of 
peace with justice. 

THE FIRST DECADE--OTHER PROBLEMS 

But it is only too easy to forget that, if 
there had been no cold war, and if the 
colonial revolution had not broken out with 
such energy, there would still be a formid
able array of international problems. Find
ing solutions for some of these problems has 
sorely taxed human ingenuity. 

If nationalism is a vital force in Asia, it is 
no less so in the rest of the world. Disputes 
arise between nations over questions of trade, 
or territory, or simply prestige. Effective 
machinery is necessary to direct such dis
putes into peaceful channels. It is likewise 
necessary for conflicts that arise out of efforts 
to change the established order. One rea
son why it is so hard to speak of law as a 
governing principle of the United Nations 
is that, like the league, its most pressing 
problems arise from the desire of nations.not 
to see their legal rights enforced, but to 
change the law itself. 

The clash and interplay of conflicting 
claims and competing systems and cultures 
has had a transforming effect on the con
cept of multilateral relations that prevailed 
in 1945. 

For one thing, nations have tended to draw 
together in the United Nations in voting 
blocs on the basis of their special interests, 
and their estimate of the parliamentary 
power situation. Those who placed a high 
premium on traditions of political and civil 
liberties have united for defense against 
world communism. Those who shared a de
finable corner of the globe tended to find 
community in regional alliances. Those who 
administered dependent territories tended to 
unite on the principle of noninterference 
in colonial affairs. The non-Communist but 
anti-colonial nations have banded together 
to create parliamentary strength out of in
dividual weakness. In this situation, the 
Communist bloc has worked, as might l>e ex
pected, to take advantage of these divisions 
of interest in the free world. 

The unreliability of the Security Council, 
given its unworkable premise of great-power 
unity, has placed a premium on the As
sembly. New voting patterns, involving 
shifting groups of states, have come to char
acterize the Assembly. It was there that 
the Asian, African, and Latin-American na
tions found new ways to exert their influ
ence. It was there that we ourselves turned 
in 1950 to unfreeze the organization's po
tential for collective defense against aggres
sion, in the face of the deadlock in the 
Security Council. And it is there that the 
great powers have had to present and defend 
their policies before the rest of the world. 

In this setting, the United Nations has 
tended to become less and less of a tribunal 
where abstract justice could be meted out, 
and where, when the chips were down, the 
great powers would together enforce the 
peace. At the same time, it has also tended 
to become less of a tight coalition of pro
Western nations. Instead, it has been re
vealed for what it really was all along-a 
sort of log-cabin community house where 
the entire neighborhood friends and 
strangers, rich and poor, law-abiding and 
law-breaking-are all present. 

Their mood indoors is not appreciably 
different from what it is outdoors, but one 
great purpose is shared in common by most 
members: to settle differences peacefully, 
arguing national policy on a give-and-take 
basis, negotiating agreements under public 
pressure, and, if one meniber gets unruly, 
trying as best they can to deal with him. 

The ground rules are primitive, but those 
that work are indispensable to world order. 
The dreams of a future model community 
under law do not die, nor should they. But 
just as law is a product of the community, 
so the community must follow from a con
sensus, however modest, as to the common 
goals and purposes of the individual mem
bers. The development of this community 
and the broadening of its underlying con
sensus is the greatest long-term task facing 
us today. 
HOW THE U. N. HAS DEVELOPED--ADAPTATION TO 

REALITY 

We have so far depicted the United Nations 
in broad terms. What has happened to it 
in the face of changing_ conditions? The 
combination of pressures on the organization 
have led it to adapt in a number of signifi
cant ways. None of these has been formally 
ratified by amendment of the charter. In 
some cases there was no suitable charter 
provision to change. But in the main, these 
were adaptations designed to permit the ma
chinery to function without having to re
write the charter. 

Chief Justice Marshall once said of our 
Constitution that "it was intended to en
dure for ages to come, and, consequently, to 
be adapted to the various crises of human 
affairs." Throughout our history the proc
ess o~ constitutional growth has gone on un
ceasingly. Specifically, the Constitution has 
grown in four ways: through formal amend
ments, through interpretation by the Courts, 

, through custom · and usage, and through 
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basic legislation passed by Congress. With 
remarkably little textual change the Con-.. 
stitution has been kept a living document. 

In somewhat the same fashion the Char
ter has proven flexible enough to meet new 
situations not foreseen 10 years ago. Despite 
the fears of some, these are not changes in 
the powers of the organization as a whole 
in relation to its member states. The United 
Nations legal powers are no less and no 
greater than what was agreed to at San Fran
cisco, although they have been in some re
spects clarified. The p-grposes and goals 
have not·changed either. Indeed the changes 
I refer to have brought these goals closer 
to fruition by avoiding futility, and refus
ing to accept impotence. 

These informal evolutions fall luto four 
categories. 

In the first place, some provisions of the 
charter early became obsolete and unwork
able. Much of charter VII dealing with 
Security Council enforcement had to be put 
aside so long as the great-power unanimity 
it presupposed was impossible to achieve. 
Similarly, article 106 on interim enforce
ment measures called for great-power una
nimity, and similarly it became unworkable 
in a setting where one of the powers itself 
constituted the chief threat to the peace. 

In the second place, new interpretations 
were found for existing charter provisions. 
The practice of absention prevented total 
paralysis of the Security Council, on occa
sions where an outright veto could be side
stepped. The Secretary-General's role ·has 
come to be interpreted quite liberally, open
ing the way to new possibilities in the peace
ful settlement of disputes. A new set of 
activities in the colonial field has grown out 
of interpretations of article 73 regarding re
sponsibilities with respect to non-self
governing territories, a development which 
we must help to keep constructive and bal
anced. And, as I have indicated, the Gen
eral Assembly has largely replaced the Se
curity Council as the principal forum for 
consideration of politicai issues, including 
many arising from the colonial revolt against 
the West. 

In the third place, international agree
ments have been developed to fill out gaps 
in the charter. I have in mind such im
portant treaties as the Atlantic Pact, the 
SEATO agreement, and· other regional and 
collective defense . pacts based on articles 
51-54. 

These pacts, I am aware, have sometimes 
been criticized on the ground that they run 
counter to the spirit-if not · the letter
of the charter. Actually, th~y are based on 
the obvious fact that the enforcement pro
cedures outlined in tp.e . charter were denied 
vitality by the Soviet Uri.ion. 

Finally, the major organs of the United 
Nations have used their authority to create 
subsidiary organs, such as the Interim Com
mittee and the various ECOSOC regional 
commissions, to assist the parent organs in 
performing their proper functions. 

It is clear that if the United Nations is 
to develop without charter . amendments, we 
must strike a balance between the extreme 
positions of loose and strict construction. 
The idea that the charter is so flexible that 
it can be changed at will merely by inter
pretation, may be dangerous not only for the 
member states but also for the United Na
tions. For obviously, a member that sup
ports a broad interpretation on one occasion 
might _find the precedent very much against 
its interests on another occasion. And a Gen
eral Assembly that might seek to enlarge 
unduly the area of its power by narrow vo"t
ing margins would probably find its influence 
weakened in a relatively short time, 
THE FUTURE OF THE U, N.: SOME CENTRAL ISSUES 

When the member nations come to re
examine the powers, functions and structure 
of the United Nations in connection with 
the proposed charter review conference, 

these·developments all constitute vital back
ground. Nothing could be more futile than 
to scrutinize the charter in a politic:al 
vacuum, in the vain hope that improvements 
in language alone will somehow transform 
the behavior, the interests, o:i: the motiva
tion of nations. But it would be equally 
irresponsible, in my judgment, to assume 
that no real improvements are possible. 

This is a uniquely propitious time to be 
taking a hard look at international organ
izations, and at the role the Ur-ited States 
should play in them. For we appear to be 
living through one of those electric periods 
when the whole apparatus of history seems 
to hesitate, shift gears, and move ahead on 
a new and different track. 

Certainly the program of the Soviet Union 
has shown startling signs of alteration, if 
not of policy, then of strategy and tactics. 
We must not be deluded into a false set 
of assumptions about its continuing pur
pose. But the tactical shift of the Soviets 
should not be minimized. It is a major 
political development, and it has already had 
an important impact in the United Nations. 
Indeed, its effects confront us everywhere 
with new and challenging problems. Their 
solution will call for the most imaginative 
balance between ·the continuing need for 
military defenses, and the growing possi
bility that economic, social, and cultural 

· weapons may be decisive factors in an era 
of competitive coexistence. 

We still have some distance, to go to pre
pare ourselves to act effectively in the long 
pull ahead. Indeed, the comments made at 
the first meeting of· this society, in 1907, by 
its President, Elihu Root, are still discourag
ingly timely: 

"The education of public opinion, which 
should lead the sovereign people in each 
country to understand the definite limita
tions upon national rights and the full scope 
and responsibility of national duties, has 
only just begun." 

What do we seek when we look ahead to 
the next 10 years? Our world has changed 
drastically over the last 10; have we reason 
to believe the process will stop? 

My own crystal ball is no better than 
yours. But it is possible to project ahead 
some of the fundamental issues, with con:. 
fidence that whatever else happens to these 
problems, they will not disappear. 

THE PROBLEM OF DOMESTIC JURISDICTION 

The most profound issue involving the 
United Nations has to do with the scope of 
its authority in relation to member states. 
Around this central question revolves the 
whole galaxy of controversial problems in
volving supranational powers, domestic ju
risdiction, the veto, human rights, the devel
opment of world law, and many others. We 
can see the two extreme poles of this argu
ment-world government at ·one end, rela
tively complete national freedom of action 
at the other. But, like all extremes, these 
are misleading and impractical. 

1 

We can equip ourselves to deal intelli_. 
gently with this problem only if we clarify 
our own thinking as to the nature and au
thority of the United Nations. 

There is n~ more persistently recurrent
and unjustified criticism of the U. N. than 
that it threatens the sovereignty of the 
United States. This is a good illustration of 
how mischievous a little misinformation 
can be. The misinformation in this case is 
that the U. N. allegedly has the power to 
make treaties automatically binding on the 
member nations. This, of course, is just not 
so. The United Nations or its specialized 
agencies can, if its members wish, freely 
draft and recommend conventions or treaties. 
However, none of these can ever be binding 
on any nation until that nation has given 
consent through it~ normal constitutional 
processes. In our case, thi~ means approval 
by two-thirds of the United States Senate. 

The memper sta,tes of the U. N. are sov
er~ign. They have agreed to collaborate in 
certain fields in their common interest. If 
they wish to use the U. N. as a forum for 
reaching international agreement on a va
riety of matters, t_here is, of course, nothing 
in the charter to prevent them from doing so. 
But there is nothing to prevent those same 
countries from reaching agreement on th~ 
same matters outside the U. N. The point 
is that it is the states which make this deci
sion, not the organization, and it is, as it 
always has been, up to the individual state 
to enter into a treaty or not. 

In considering the matter of jurisdiction 
and the United Nations, we would do well to 
keep emotions from· obscuring the facts. 

COLLECTIVE SECURITY UNDER THE CHARTER 

Another central issue is the matter of col
lective defense · against aggression. There 
has been abundant evidence that the original 
premises of universal collective security wer~ 
unattainable· in today's world, in the sense 
that nations would not commit themselves 
in advance to fight any aggression, any time, 
anywhere. If the great powers were the ari,
tagonists, this seemed to be particularly true. 

When great power unanimity proved un
realistic, the United States took the lead in 
devising alternative methods of developing 
collective defense under the charter. This 
took two forms. When it was seen that the 
Security Council was able to act in the Ko
rean aggression only beeause of the absence 
of the Soviets, we sponsored the uniting-for
peace resolution, strengthening the Assem
bly's capacity to respond to similar emer
gencies. Also, we have played a leading part 
in organizing regional defense pacts and mu
tual security arrangements, the possible need 
for which had already been anticipated by 
the charter. · ·· 

Some people have complained that our 
Government has been suffering from a cal'!e 
of "pactitis." We should all recall, however, 
that soon after the end·of World War II the 
Soviet Union, which alone of the great pow
ers had not disarmed, began· to employ mili
tary threats and pressure to expand its influ
ence and territories. · The urgency of the 
formation of collective defense pacts was ob
vious. Behind these bastions nations have 
been able to put their political and economic 
houses in order, and develop their own de
fenses. These pacts, along with the uniting
for-peace program, have been the answer to 
the Soviet Union's abuse of the veto. They 
have provided free world security inside the 
charter but outside the veto. 

Today, as the world political situation 
changes, the United States and other nations 
are exploring the possibilities of giving 
greater effect to the potentialities of NATO, 
for example, in the nonmilitary field, without 
losing sight of its primary role as a bulwark 
against aggression. We must now go on to 
encourage and support other aspects of co
operation inside and outside the U. N. This 
leads to a third great issue relating to the 
U. N.; the. technical and economic fields. 

U. N, SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC ACTIVITY 

It is important to remember that the char
ter did not specifically create any of the spe
cialized agencies or the now flourishing tech
nical-assistance program. It merely author
ized and approved their establishment. In 
my mind, their growth and vitality consti
tutes one of the most remarkable develop
ments in the last 10 years. They reflect a 
high degree of successful international co
operation. 

The United States has from the beginning 
given the strongest support to this aspect of 
the U. N. system. It is clearly in our na
tional interest, and it constitutes a powerful 
force for peace and international under
standing. The Soviet Union, after yea.rs of 
indifference or q.ownright hostility, now 
seems prepared to play a more active role in 
this work. If this participation is genuine, 
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it is welcome. This is a field in which we do 
not hesitate to compete with the Soviet 
Union. 

In carrying on its social and economic 
programs the U. N. and its specialized agen
cies must be guided by two cardinal prin
ciples. In the first place, in their natural 
enthusiasm to get results, they should be 
very careful not to alienate public opinion 
by invading the domestic jurisdfotion of their 
member states. This engenders adverse 
criticism and loss of valuable support, out 
of which only harm can come to · the organi
zations and their objectives. There is plenty 
to do within the limits of their present au
thority, and it can be done most effectively 
if the agreed metes and bounds are respected. 

In the second place, the U. N. should not 
attempt to do more than it reasonably can. 
Progress in the social and economic fields is 
painfully slow, and there is much to do. Yet 
I believe that modest programs well con
ceived and effectively administered, will take 
the U. N. further toward its goal than more 
gra:p.diose programs that exceed the organi• 
zation's present capabilities. We must rec
ognize that the U. N. wlll lose ground, and 
may indeed suffer incalculable damage, if 
it tries to move too far too fast. 

OTHER BASIC ISSUES 

I have dealt with only three of the issues 
that must be thought through in the years 
to come. Other problems will persist and 
other vistas of opportunity will open up; 
There is, for example, the issue of colonial
ism, and the possibilities inherent in the 
U. N. for resolving colonial disputes and 
establishing nonviolent patterns of change. 
There is also the important field of pacific 
settlement and international adjudication. 

In this connection I might say just a 
word about Secretary General Hammarsk
jold's mission to the Middle East. It is, of 
course, too early to predict the final outcome 
of his efforts. Up to this point he has made 
a valuable contribution in easing .tensions 
in the area and avoiding the possible out
break of war. He may well lay the ground
work for a more lasting peace. His role 
illustrates once more the fact that there are 
many resources for peace within the char
ter-including the techniques of direct and 
quiet diplomacy-which have not yet been 
fully tapped. 

In evaluating the political work of the 
United Nations let us remember one hard 
fact. Many important and difficult inter
national problems are solved outside. the 
organization. But the really tough ones, the 
well-nigh insoluble ones, come to the United 
Nations. It is, in a way, the court of last 
appeal. 
UNITED STATES RELATIONS WITH THE UNITED 

NATIONS 

The United Nations is, as I have empha
iized, a voluntary partnership of nations 
which have subscribed to a set of common 
purposes and principles. In trying to look 
into the future of this organization we can
not speak for other nations. We can, how-
ever, speak for ourselves. . 

Last fall 16 new members were admitted 
to the United Nations. Other qualified 
states are waiting and the membership list 
may soon exceed the 80 mark. It is our view 
that this trend toward approximate univer
sality will add new vitality and strength to 
the organization. . 

There are, · of course, a few prophets of 
gloom who have been predicting that the 
United States will lose its role of leadership 
in the United Nations. I have no fear of 
such a development. In the General As
sembly the democratic process has worked 
remarkably well. The small countries, on 
nearly all important issues, have rallied to 
the cause of the free world. · 

Thus far whatever leadership we have ex
ercised has stemmed largely from the logic 
of our position and our ability to persuade 
other nations of the rightness of our cause. 

w~ intend to continue t I rely on these prin
ciples. And if the time should ever come 
when we are consistently outvoted in the 
General Assembly then we had better begin 
to reexamine our basic policies. 

As we move into the second decade let 
us keep firmly in mind the fundamental 
principles· which underiie our participation 
in the United Nations. 

First. We intend to live up to the pur
poses and principles of the charter. We shall 
refrain from the use of force and we shall 
do our utmost to settle our disputes by 
peaceful means. If other nations will do 
the same there can be established that mu
tual confidence which is the indispensable 
ingredient of permanent peace. 

Second. We shall continue to foster and 
encourage the concept of collective security 
so that those nations which wish to remain 
free may stand together in protective unity 
under the charter against the threat of ag
gression. 

Third. We shall earnestly pursue our quest, 
within the framework of the United Nations, 
to bring about adequately safeguarded dis
armament. This is the most complex and 
the most urgent of all world problems. 

Fourth. We shall continue to cooperate 
with other countries in our mutual efforts 
to attain the social and economic goals of 
the charter. To this end our Government 
can be counted on to continue our strong 
financial support to the United Nations tech
nical-assistance program and the work of the 
specialized agencies. 

May I tarry on this point for just a mo
ment. There are suggestions from a few 
critics to the effect that the United States 
should limit its participation in, or even 
withdraw from, certain of the specialized 
agencies. One argument is that increasing 
Soviet and Communist satellite activity in 
these agencies is a threat to free-world in
terests. This seems to me to be an additional 
reason, if any were needed, why we should 
continue in, and even increase our support 
for, the specialized agencies. 

Actually, if we were to withdraw from 
enterprises of this kind every time we en
countered a serious obstacle or an unpleas
ant situation, we would perforce be com
pelled to desert almost every international 
activity of any consequence in which we par
ticipate. And it is extremely difficult for 
me to understand how we can wage peace 
successfully by running away from all the 
battlefields. 

Fifth. We shall do what we can to en
·courage through the United Nations the de
velopment of international law. Unfortu
nately this is a · period of history in which 
certain nations ignore moral principles and 
break rules of law when it suits their coll'
venience. That is precisely the reason we 
should put renewed effort into the great 
search for that consensus of world opinion 
which will make .permanent peace the un
written law of relations among the nations. 

While I said earlier that the United Nations 
did not materialize out of nowhere like 
Minerva, I recall now that Minerva was, 
among other things, the patron of peace. 
It now seems possible that we have an oppor
tunity to .wage . the sort of diplomacy we 
ought to excel at--the diplomacy of peace. 

Such a peace, if it should persist, will not 
be -a static one. It will have to be maintained 
in a world of conflicts, of passions, and of 
change. In the background will still lurk the 
terrible possibility of nuclear war. The hos
tility of world communism will be long sus
tained. The working out of far-reaching 
transformations in the formerly colonial 
areas, and in economically underdeveloped 
regions, will be slow and precarious. 

But in th~ sort of world we are working 
1n aµd toward-a world_ ~f peaceful change
the United Nations can continue to grow and 
flourish as a patron .of peace, striving always 
to create community out of discord, and law 
ou~ of comm_~nit:y:. 

'',: DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 
APPROPRIATIONS, 1957 

The Senate resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 10986) making appro
priations for the Department of Defense 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1957, 
and for other purposes. 

Mr. ROBERTSON obtained the floor. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi

dent, I ask the Senator from Virginia to 
yield to me for the purpose of suggesting 
the absence of a quorum, with the under
standing that he will not lose the floor. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I yield for that 
purpose. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. I suggest 
the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr .. ROBERTSON. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
PAYNE in the chair). Without objection, 
it is so ordered. 

The Chair recognizes the Senator from 
Virginia. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Mr. President, 
the concern which I shall express today 
as to the adequacy of funds which have 
been provided and which are to be pro
vided for our Air Force and the action 
which I shall advocate have roots going 
back to the fall of 1955, when I attended 
a meeting of the Interparliamentary 
Union in Helsinki. 

Talking at that meeting with repre
sentatives of the forty-odd nations which 
belong to that organization, devoted to 
the preservation of world peace and in
creasing understanding among nations, I · 
was disturbed by two things: First, the 
lack of friendliness exhibited by mem
bers of parliaments of some of the 
countries which had received generous 
shares of the more than $50 billion of 
foreign aid we have provided since the 
end of World War II; and second, indica
tions that allies on whom we were count
ing to stand beside us in any future world 
conflict were taking seriously Soviet as
surances of peaceful intentions, and 
evidently were planning to reduce their 
own defense efforts. 

At Helsinki, I learned nothing that 
led me to believe that there had been 
any major change in the Communistic 
cold war offensive. While speaking long 
and loud on the subject of peaceful co
existence, delegates from behind the 
Iron Curtain were doing all in their 
power to drive a wedge between the free 
nations and the so-called neutral na
tions of the Orient over admitting Red 
China both to the Interparliamentary 
Union and United Nations; and· in sow
ing seeds of discord for the French and 
the British, by denouncing all programs 
of colonialism, while themselves exercis
ing the most vicious type of colonialism 
the world has ever . seen, in East Ger
many and what are commonly referred 
to as the satellite countries. I knew that 
Communists in France, acting on orders 
from Moscow, had wrecked French par
ticipation in EDC, which in turn had 
delayed German membership in NATO; 
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and 'that the Communists in North Af
rica were forcing the French to mate
rially reduce their support of NATO, in 
order to combat a troublesome type of 
guerilla warfare in North Africa. In 
other words, when the NATO program 
for manpower, mechanized equipment. 
:fighter planes, and airfields capable of 
handling jet planes was from 2 to 3 years 
behind the anticipated schedule, it be
came very apparent to me from the many 
contacts I made at Helsinki that our 
prestige in the world had deteriorated, 
and that it was vital for us to reappraise 
our own defense establishment in the 
light of those developments. 

It was with a sense of shock, there
! ore, that immediately after my return 
to Washington, I was confronted by 
newspaper headlines stating that the ad
ministration's estimates - for defense 
~pending in the. 1956 fiscal year, which 
already had been pared once after Jan
uary 1955, were expected to be cut an
other billion dollars. 

Although no individual official was 
quoted in these new stories, the similar
ity of the accounts in various papers 
made it evident that this was not merely 
some reporter's pipe dream, but that 
facts had been "leaked" from hig_h 
sources. . 

The New York Times, for example, in 
a front-page story in the September 7, 
1955, issue, written by William R. Conk
lin under a Washington dateline, quoted 
"'a 'Defense Department spokesman" as 
saying: 

No top limit on defense expense has been 
set either by George M. Humphrey, Secretary 
of the Treasury, or by Charles E. Wilson, 
Secretary of Defense. However, by rework
ing our estimates and revising certain pro
grams that will not impair national defense, 
we are working toward the $33 billion goal_. 

Explaining the significance of this 
figure, the reporter said the $33 billion 
figure mentioned on September 6 was an 
even billion dollars less than an estimate 
given by the Defense Department 2 
weeks earlier. He said the January 1955 
estimate for 1956 fiscal year spending in-

. eluded a Department of Defense estimate 
of $35,7~0 million, but that budget ex
perts in the Department had reviewed 
the items, and said later that the services 
probably would not spend more than $34 
billion in the- fiscal year 1956. 

Two weeks before this article was 
written, the reporter quoted the armed 
services as saying they had identified 
potential savings of $1,750 mm.ion, which 
would -permit them to reach the reduced 
goal of $34 billion, but a further review 
in the last few weeks had resulted in $33 
billion being set as a likely goal. 

The Times story also said: 
Secretary Wilson conferred last Thursday 

with Mr. Quarles and Gen. Nathan F. Twin
ing, Air Force Chief of Staff, at Mr. Wilson's 
vacation retreat in northern Michigan. 

It was reported at the Pentagon today that 
Mr. Wilson had directed a thorough over
hauling of budget estimates by all the armed 
services. His budget exercise calls for back
tracking along previous 1956 estimates to 
see where cuts can be made. Concurrently, 
the services are working on estimates for the 
fiscal year 1957 with the present goal of $33 
·billion in mind. 

Pentagon officials expect the Air Force to 
meet the brunt of any cuts, with the Army 

and Navy making up the $1 billion total. In 
1955 the Air Force spent about $16,600 mil
lion. This included almost $7 billion for 
aircraft and related items. 

For 1956 the Air Force plans to spend about 
$5. billion on such procurement. This 
amount is expected to suffer the heaviest 
cut. 

When Secretary Wilson testified before 
our Appropriations Committee, last 
week, I asked him about the stories of a 
billion-dollar cut in the Air Force which 
had been published in the New York 
Times, the Washington Post, and, I 
assume, all other metropolitan news
papers of the Nation; and he replied that 
he had never heard of the story. 

From the official record of the hear
ings, I quote the following questions and 
answers on that subject: 

Senator ROBERTSON. Who makes the deci
sion as to whether we will slow down on for
eign military aid for some nations that give 
evidence of perhaps running out on us at a 
critical time? 
· Who makes that decision? Do we just go 
ahead and keep pouring it in, and saying, 
"We will hope everything is going to work 
out all right?" 

Secretary WILSON. We are getting or
ganized all of the time to use better judg
ment, and we use the best we have. If it is 
a highly important matter, we finally get up 
to the President. Or, the State Department, 
and ourselves would talk it over and say~ 
"Here is one that looks like it is getting sour 

· and we had better slow down on this one." 
Senator ROBERTSON. That is considered? 
Secretary WILSON. Surely. 
Senator ROBERTSON. There is just one other 

question that I had. I have been listening 
to your concern about keeping our allies 
armed, but last August I read a piece attrib
uted to a high source in the administration 
that we were going to cut our own Air Force 
a billion dollars. I had just gotten back 
from Helsinki, and I had heard many evi
dences of unfriendly attitudes from those 
that we thought ought to be our friends. I 
heard many expressions that the summit 
Conference in Geneva. had eliminated the 
possibility of war. 

Then I read that somebody in the admin
istration was going to cut our- own Air Force 
$1 billion. 

Do you know who sent up that trial bal
loon? 

Secretary WILSON. No, sir. 
Senator ROBERTSON. You remember that, 

do you? 
Secretary WILSON. I do not remember, be

ca use there are so many that go up and I am 
so troubled by it that I finally paid no atten
t ion to any of it and I try to go about the 
business. 

Senator ROBERTSON. It was widely pub
lished, and they do not generally pick that 
up from some low subordinate, I do not 
think that is so vital a matter as cutting 
our Air Force $1 billion. 

And here is where he sidesteppeq the 
issue: 

Secretary WILSON. The current rumor is 
that it is going to be increased $1 billion; is 
it not that? 

Senator -Ro"BERTSON. I hope it is; I took it 
up promptly with the President and they 
said, "Please do not give that letter out, the 
President has not authorized that · state
ment," and, in about 4 days, Mr. Hagerty 
flew out to Denver and the President issued 
a statement that they were not going to cut 
the Air Force $1 billion. 

But, I am convinced that it was being cc.n
·sidered by somebody or it would not have 
been published. Then, after you set up the 
budget estimate, you took another look, and 

sent up an additional $500 million, and I 
thought that was fine, but still too little. 

Secretary WILSON. I can tell you this: As 
far as I was concerned, and i _would know it,_ 
there was never any intention to cut the Air 
Force $1 billion. Who started the business 
and the rumors and the statements, I do 
11ot know. 

That is the exact quotation from his 
testimony before our committee. 

Mr. President, is it not astounding to 
hear a Secretary of Defense say that he 
knew absolutely nothing about a discus
sion which was on the front page of all 
metropolitan newspapers about cutting 
the Air Force a billion dollars, with a 
view, of course, to balancing the budget, 
and perhaps proposing a tax cut in an 
election year-a statement which :finally 
was set at rest by a statement issued by 
Secretary Wilson's second in command, 
in behalf of the Pentagon, 

But we ·should be getting more or less 
accustomed to astounding statements 
made by .our distinguished Secretary of 
Defense, as -witness the one he made-at 
Quantico the day following his testimony 
before our committee just quoted above. 
That statement is headlined in the 
Washington Post of the . 22d, ·"Wilson 
Brands Plans To Up AF Fund Phony." 
Then the United Press story says that-

Defense Secretary Charles E. · Wilson de
clared tonight -that Senate efforts to increase 
the Air Force's budget by $1.16 billion are· 
"phony." 

And the news item added: 
He said he felt the "same way" about Re;. 

publican · attempts to compromise on an 
extra $500 million. 

In other words, they are "phony'' too: 
But he did not stop at calling everybody 
in the Senate who thought there should 
be more Air Force . money appropriated 
''phonie~"; he even saw flt to hang that 
tag on millions of patriotic Americans 
when he gratuitously insulted them in 
this manner:· · 

The people of our country want ·to make 
sure we have a strong defense but when it 
comes to paying off they take a different-
slant. · 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield to me at that point? 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I yield. 
Mr. CHAVEZ. I read the statement 

about the people and their reaction to 
taxes. So far as national defense and 
national security are concerned, there 
has not been any complaint from the 
American taxpayers or the American 
people. No Senator has received a single 
communication objecting to sufficient 
funds for national security. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I fully endorse the 
statement of the chairman of our sub
committee which handled this .bill. We 
have received no protest whatsoever 
from the taxpayers about an adequate 
defense program. 

Of course, every sensible taxpayer 
wants to see the country get its money's 
worth for funds spent on· our own de
fense, as on our program of foreign aid, 
and is fully justified in criticizing all evi
dence of waste and inefficiency. But 
Wilson's· broadside against them that 
they ask for a strong defense but are not 
willing to pay-for it will not soon be for
gotten.-
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· What did Secretary Wilson mean when 

he called those who advocate a strong 
national defense phonies? "Phony" is a 
slang word described by the dictionary as 
:meaning "not straight or genuine, coun
terfeit, fake." When Secretary Wilson 
solemnly denied before our committee 
that he had ever heard of any proposal 
last September to · cut the Air Force by a 
billion dollars I did not call him "not 
straight or genuine, counterfeit, or fake." 
I did not even intimate that I did not 
think he was telling the truth. I was 
merely forced to the conclusion that our 
distinguished Secretary of Defense had 
been operating in a vacuum, suspended, 
as Thomas Carlyle would say, between 
two worlds-the one dead, the other not 
yet born. When he went down to Quan
tico the next day, if he had just called 
the Democrats in the Senate who did not 
agree with his defense budget phonies, 
I could have ·shrugged that off as being 
a political attack of a rather low order. 
But what possible political advantage 
could the Secretary hope to gain by thus 
questioning the sincerity of the ~em
bers of his own party who have mtro
duced an amendment to add $500 million 
to the Air Force appropriation and all 
other Republican Members ef the Senate 
who plan to support it. This comment 
on the ability of the Secretary of De
fense to decide for the American people 
vital questions of military policy and na
tional defense becomes necessary. Be
fore I conclude my remarks. I shall cite 
specific _testimony of Secretary Wilson 
on what our military needs an~ and com
pare it with specific testimony giyen by 
our top military experts. Then, of 
course, I shall pose the question of whose 
leadership in so vital a matter we should 
follow. 

Mr. SYMINGTON. Mr. President, 
will the Senator yield? 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I yield. 
Mr. SYMINGTON. It is true, is it 

not that in the spring of 1953 the Secre
tary of Defense took more than $7 bil
lion from the national security budget 
without requesting an opinion from the 
Joint Chiefs of Staff? 

Mr. ROBERTSON. He impounded 
the money after Congress had appro
priated and indicated a policy of build
ing up our Defense Establishment. 

Mr. SYMINGTON. Does the Senator 
know that the decision to put all the offi
cers in Washington in mufti was made 
without discussion with the Secretary of 
the Army? 
. Mr. ROBERTSON: I did not know, 
but when I heard of it I could not believe 
that the Secretary of Defense had dis
cussed it with any sensible man. 

Mr. SYMINGTON. In his testimony 
before the subcommittee of the Senate 
Armed Services Committee this morning 
the Secretary of the Army stated that he 
did not know the order was about to be 
issued until he saw it in the press. It 
was not discussed with him. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I first learned of 
it when I was on the Shenandoah River 
in the valley of Virginia, where I was 
doing a little quiet fishing and trying to 
get a way from these troublesome things. 
A lieutenant commander in the Reserves 
had read the morning newspapers. He 
asked. "Do you know what Secretary 

Wison has done?'' I replied, "No, I do 
not know what Secretary Wilson has 
done." 

He said, "He has said to the thousands 
of ·soldiers, sailors, and marines in Wash
ington, 'You cannot wear your uniforms 
in Washington.' " 

He said, "I have never written a letter 
to a newspaper in my life, put I cannot 
take that." We want to persuade the 
boys to enter the service. We want them 
to be proud of the uniform. We want 
them to fight bravely. But the Secre
tary says, "Do not go around Washing
ton looking like soldiers, sailors, or ma
rines. When you come to Washington, 
you must invest in civilian attire." 

I said, "As soon as that gets back to 
the President, I think the order will be 
reversed." 

Mr. SYMINGTON. Mr. President, 
will the Senator further yield? 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I yield. 
Mr. SYMINGTON. The Secretary of 

Defense took $7 billion plus from the De
fense budget in 1953, without consulta
tion with the Joint Chiefs of Staff. He 
is merely running true to form, is he not, 
when he states, in 1956, without consult
ing the Secretaries, that officers on duty 
in Washington must not wear their uni
forms. Is not that a logical conclu
sion? 

Mr. ROBERTSON. The junior Sena
tor from Virginia could not question the 
soundness of that logical conclusion. 

Mr. SALTONSTALL. Mr. President,· 
will the Senator yield for a question? 

Mr. ROBERTSON . . I yield. 
Mr. SALTONSTALL. Is it not true 

that while · possibly the Senator from 
Missouri, the Senator from Virginia, and 
the · Senator from Massachusetts might 
not agree with the original order, im
mediately thereafter, on the suggestion 
of the President, when he saw that pos
sibly the Secretary had been a little 
hasty, the judgment of the Secretary was 
corrected? 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I fully agree with 
my distinguished colleague from Massa
chusetts that the Nation is fortunate to 
have as Commander in Chief over the 
Secretary of Defense so grand a man as 
President Eisenhower. 

Mr. LONG. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I yield. 
Mr. LONG. This is a matter about 

which some of us are beginning to have 
concern. Apparently the President is 
being advised by . a man who will not 
listen to his military advisers. The man 
who advises the President declines to 
listen to military advice. Apparently 
the President is being led around by the 
advice of such a man. 

The Secretary did make one wise de
cision. When he was named Secretary 
of Defense he did offer to give up his 
General Motors stock, because it would 
have been against the law to hold it. But 
when he moved out as president of Gen
eral Motors Corp., the stock doubled in 
value during the fallowing 2 years. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. As I stated, this 
is not an issue between Secretary Wilson 
and myself. The fact that he called us 
"phonies" has no bearing on the merits 
of this question. I tried to indicate my 
position as early as last September. l 

started a drive to keep our Air Force 
from being cut. I started a drive to 
have an Air Force second to none, be
cause the testimony is that a second rate 
Air Force is national suicide. That is 
what we are headed for under the pres
ent program. Whether we are "phon
ies" or not does not matter. We are act
ing on our best convictions as to the in
terests of the Nation. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I yield. 
Mr. CHAVEZ. That was the entire 

philosophy behind the efforts of the com
mittee-not whether Mr. Wilson thought 
we were ''phonies," or whether he 
thought we were good men or not. Un
der our oath of office, we felt that the im
portant thing was national security. 
Secretaries of Defense come and go. I 
hope the present one will remain in office 
at least until November, because I am 
pretty sure that on future occasions he 
will discuss bird dogs and "phonies.'' 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Mr. President, 
since I dictated the paragraph I have just 
read Secretary Wilson has issued a kind 
of combination alibi and apology, say
ing he was misunderstood by the re
porters and that he intended to apply 
the word "phony" to the reporter's ques
tion and not to maneuvers in the Senate. 

That statement, published in Saturday 
afternoon papers, came, however, not 
only after Mr. Wilson's comment had 
been denounced here in the Senate by 
Members on both sides of the aisle, but 
also after it .had been discussed by the 
President and his aides. 

Aiid it is significant that the Satur~ay 
morning papers still were quoting the 
Secretary of Defense as saying, when 
given an opportunity to retract his re
mark, that if he had thought more about 
it he probably wouldn't have used the 
word, but he added: ' 'it's all right." 

Therefore, I shall not retract my com
ment, which I have given to the press, 
because it seems evident that Mr. Wil
son's real feelings were indicated not 
only by his use of the word ''phony" in 
an unguarded moment, but also by his 
sneering statement that he would like to 
see the people who vote for expentj.itures 
vote for taxes to produce the money and 
stand up and be counted. 

Returning for the moment to the ne~s
paper story of last September about a 
billion-dollar Air Force cut the reporter 
said that although the Air Force was 
continuing its buildup, the $5 billion esti
mate for 1956 procurement, already $2 
billion less than had been spent in fiscal 
1955 ''is a tempting target for reduction
minded officials." 

These statements, Mr. President, at a 
time when I had been made acutely con
scious of the Soviet threat and felt that 
a strategic air force which the Russians 
must respect was the chief deterrent to 
another war, alarmed me to such an ex
tent that I immediately wrote a personal 
letter to the President. 

In that letter I told him I had just re
turned from the Interparliamentary 
Union meeting in Helsinki, where our 
delegation had succeeded in preventing 
admission of Red China, which would 
have made a farce of an organization 
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intended to advance democratic insti
tutions, but that China might still gain 
admission at a later meeting. 

I said the largest delegation at the 
meeting wa-S the Soviet Union group, and 
that apparently most of the other dele
gates had accepted at face value their 
assurances of peaceful intentions, al
though one Austrian delegate was bold 
enough to ask how, if the Russians were 
as peaceful as they claimed to be, they 
could explain their continuing occupa
tion of a part of Finland, where they 
had installed long-range guns capable 
of destroying the city of Helsinki. 

In the letter which I wrote to the Pres
ident of the United States in September 
1955, I said: 

The primary purpose of this letter is to 
convey to you my impression that the rep
resentatives of some 40 nations at Helsinki 
are so weary of the cold war· and its incident 
expense that they intend to cut their military 
appropriations as rapidly as possible, saying 
that it is unthinkable that anbody in. this 
atomie age would start another world war, 
I agree that it would be unthinkable . if we 
continue to have air superiority, at least in 
quality if not in numbers, · and ther efore, 1: 
am a bit disturbed over news· items to the 
effect that you are now planning to reduce, 
~ctual expenditures for _ the b.uildup for . our, 
Air Force· by more than · a billion dollars" be
low what even just a few months ago you 
thought was absolutely necessary. 
· With respect to NATO_ you, of courS'e, know 
that the original proposal was for France to 
furnish 20 divisions. Later that was cut to 
10. Of the 10 promised oni.y 6 were finally 
furnished and they were not fully equipped. 
And then 3 of the 6 that were.fully equipped 
and were -fully trained ·w~re . withdraw_n bY. 
France from NATO for use ·in Morocco. If 
that action should be followed, and it is not 
too unlikely that it will be, by other mem
bers of NATO by the end of next year, NATO 
will be nothing much more than a paper 
organization because the German divisions 
will still not be in being and Germany ·might 
follow the example of other nations and de
cline· to furnish them. 
· While-, oI _ course, I am not unmindful· of 
the more favorable atmosphere for peace 
generated at the Geneva Conference, I ap
plaud the statement you made at the meet
ing of the American Bar ·Association .in Phil
adelphia, which I was privileged to read in 
full in Oslo, to the effect that tangible evi
dences of the Russian will for peace had not 
been received. At Helsinki the Russian dele
gation and also .those of their satellite coun
tries were very friendly with our delegation 
and those of the other democracies but that, 
of course, was only in line with the new ap. 
proach. 

In my opinion, it is entirely too early to 
assume that the Russians will withdraw from 
East Germany, that they will in any way re
lease their stranglehold on the satellite 
countries, or that they will agree to any bona 
fide inspection of armaments. Therefore, 
the real deterrent to another war is our Air 
Force; and for that reason I feel that we 
would be taking an unnecessary risk, regard
less of how desirable a cut in expenditures 
and a reduction in taxes may be, to seriously 
delay at this time the proposed expansion of 
our Air Force. 

My letter was acknowledged by a mem
ber of the White House staff in the ab
sence of the President, who was in Colo
rado, and the reply contained a copy of 
a Department of Defense press release, 
dated a day later than my letter. This 
release said there was "no factual basis" 
for news stories that "drastic cuts will be 
made in currently approved defense-pro-

grams in order to reduce fiscal year 1956 
. expenditures." 

The statement, quoting Acting Secre
tary of Defense Reuben B. Robertson, 
Jr., said that although the President's 
January budget message had indicated 
that if the defense program were carried 
out in full it would result in expenditures 
of $35,750 million, it was indicated at 
the time and in later testimony by wit
nesses before congressional committees 
that "all the detailed projections could 
not possibly develop exactly on schedule 
and that for some of them expenditures 
would fall somewhat below the prelimi
nary estimates. Actual expenditures 
were then estimated at around $34 bil
lion." 

Mr. President, that is from Mr. Wil
son's Department, sent out by Mr. Reu
ben B. Robertson, Jr., Acting Secretary. 
Mr. Wilson said he did , not know any-. 
thing about it and had never heard of it. 
· The ·l:)ress release statement went on 
to say that revised estimates, taking into
account specific actions taken by the 
Congress on the President's request, some 
of which would increase expenditures 
and some of which would decrease them,. 
now added up to $35 billion but that 
overall expenditures for the year "are 
1Still expected to be approximately $34. 
billion, as orfginally estimated." 
. Mr. President, I also received an ex
cerpt from a letter sent to other Mem
bers of Congress who apparently had 
inquired about the reported billion. dol
far cut and ·in this the White House said 
there had been -no change in objectives 
for defense and there would be no reduc
tion in forces programed. It said the 
fact that the current estimate was still 
approximately $34 billion, rather than 
the $33 billion mentioned in the news 
stories, was "a good indication that we 
are not contemplating, cutting back our. 
forces or, reducing milital'Y readiness:r 

The letter also promised continued em ... 
phasis would be placed "on acceleration 
of . production of high priority items 
such as the B-52 bombers." 
_ Mr. Presiq.ent, I have .no way of know
ing wheth_er that September 1955 talk of 
another billion-dollar cut in defense 
spending, to be applied mostly to the Air 
Force, was a trial balloon sent up by 
someone in the Defense Department who 
wanted it done and shot down by higher 
authority when the reaction became evi
dent, or whether there was some mis
understanding between a number of 
competent news reporters and an au
thorized briefing officer. 

At any rate, I was reassured at the 
time by the promise that the reported 
cut to the $33 billion level in 1956 would 
not be made. 

I had some renewed concern last Jan
uary when the President's budget esti
mate for fiscal 1957 proposed only $33.7 
billion for defense, including $15.7 billion 
for the Air Force as compared with the 
$16.6 billion it spent in 1955, and I was 
glad when the President submitted a 
supplemental estimate of $419 million 
of which $376 million was for the Air 
Force. 

In recent months, however, I have had 
growing concern as to the adequacy of 
our Air Force as an effective deterrent 
to another war in the light of increas-

ingly ominous information about ad
vances in Soviet air power . 

For the reasons I have indicated I had 
a conviction when our Senate Appropri
ations Committee began its hearings on 
the defense-appropriations bill for 1957 
that greater emphasis needed to be 
placed on our Air Force, and that convic
tion was reinforced by the testimony we 
received. 

I also entered those hearings with a 
feeling that the amount approved by the 
House for Air Force activities was not 
adequate and that even the slightly larg
er amount proposed in the administra
tion's budget was too little and what we 
heard from Defense Department wit
nesses confirmed that impression. 

Some of the facts and figures given to 
the committee in executive session are 
classified material and cannot be quoted 
here-, but I want to call attention to some
passages in the published hearings which 
are not secret and which illustrate my 
point. 

One question which concerned me 
greatly was how our military strength on 
land, sea, and air compares with that of' 
the Soviets, both now and in potential for 
the immediate future. 

In his opening statement Secretary of· 
Defense Wilson said that although the· 
Soviets have many · more divisions of 
ground forces than we have, our defense 
needs are different, and our present pro-· 
grain .provides adequate forces for our 
needs (p. 7). 
. This diff e1;ence of strength was not dis
missed so lightly, however, by Gen. Max
wen D. Taylor, the Army Chief of ·staff; 
when he took the stand, and after he had 
made, in his opening· statement, the pres
entation expected of him as administra
tion representative, and began to answer 
questions we put to him, this fine officer's 
optimism appeared even more limited. 

G~neral Taylor s~id: 
around forces ·constitute the. pretlomt

:tu~nt element of - the Communist miiitary 
strength. As is well known, the Soviet land 
forces are the most powerful in the world to
µay. Since 1950 they have equipped their 
army with a complete family of modern 
weapons and equipment and continue to 
maintain it in an excellent state of combat. 
readiness (p. 77). 

He said weapons of World War II vin~ 
tage have ·virtually. been replaced. by a 
new arsenal, and that training, including 
atomic-warfare training, is first class, 
and added: 

Known dispositions indicate that the So
viet Army is ready to undertake a major war 
with little warning.• • * The combined. Com
,nunist armies present a formidable threat 
and outnumber Allied forces of the free world 
by a considerable margin (p. 78). 

Then, by way of reassurance, General 
Taylor told us that the United States and 
its allies have the capability, if they have 
the will, of producing ground forces able 
to counter those of the enemy-page 78. 

Under questioning by our subcommit
tee chairman, the distinguished Senator 
from New Mexico, General Taylor said 
-he was referring to the willingness of our 
allies to expend the effort and make the 
sacrifices necessary to attain the level of 
readiness of which he spoke, and when I 
questioned him further on that point, he 
agreed that since he had submitted his 
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.estimate of essential needs of our Army, 
NATO has become weaker; because of 
withdrawal of French units from: Europe, 
_and there have been discouraging devel-
opments involving relations of Yugo-
slavia, Turkey, and Greece. . 

He said there are many things we do 
not know in detail about Russian equip
ment; that our Allied Forces are uneven 
as to capability and that he could not 
generalize in evaluating our strength as 
compared to that of the Soviets, even 
though man for man and weapon for 

. weapon he believed the American Army 
division is the best in the world-pages 

.95-96. 
Secretary of the Army Wilber M. 

. Brucker, at this same stage of our hear
. ings, said there was no doubt as to 
the numerical superiority of the Red 
arm_ies-page 85. He said we have. the 
ability to meet on better than even terms 
as to weapons and men anything on the 
other side but significantly added: 

There is one additional concern I should 
voice, one that General Taylor and I share. 
We must develop the Reserve. The Reserve 

. is not just a second line. It is part .of ·the 
line. Under the Reserve Forces Act of 19.55 
we have to develop it from voluntary en
listments, and we have to get 1,350,000 by 
1960 to balance ·our forces. We cannot af
ford to depend upon the Regular Establish
ment and .the Active· Army to do the whole 

. job (p. 97). 

Asked if failure to get the Reserve now 
· planned by 1960 would leave us defi
cient in our ground strength," Secretary 
Brucker repiied: · 

It certainly would by 1960 unless we get 
it. We might as well° be frank. We are 
depending on it (p. 97). 

I asked General Taylor whether any
thing specific had happened since last 
October when he submitted an estimate 
of $10.2 billion as required for the essen
tial needs of the Army to lead him to 
believe we need less Army now than we 

· needed then and he replied frankly: 
"No, sir." 

He confirmed that when the admin
istration budget was made up his request 
was cut $800 million and that the House 
had cut another $264 million, so that 
the bill came to the Senate with $1,063,-
843,000 less for th·e Army than General 
Taylor thought last October was essen
tial. Then I asked him: 

If you had the sole say-so, ·what would 
you do under the statistics I cited? Your 
original request has been cut $1,063,843,000, 
and you are unable to point out to us that 
the situation from a military standpoint 1s 
better, including the negotiations for a 
dependable worldwide disarmament which 
is dimmer now than then-and it is possible 
that some of our allied support that existed 
in the fall of last year has to some extent 
deteriorated. What would you ·do if you 
were sitting here passing on what the econ
omy can stand, and then on what is needed 
to preserve our lives, which are worth more 
than money to everybody, I assume. What 
would you do? 

General Taylor; who knows from bit
ter persorial experience what it means 
to face Communist forces in the field, 
replied frankly: 

As Chief of Staff, I would adhere to my 
previous ·recommendation. 

To be sure there was no misunder
standing, I asked again if, as Chief of 

·Staff, when - his recommendation had 
been cut more than a billion dollars he 
would put it back. He said: 

Yes, sir (p. 99). 

so; Mr. President, I believe there is a 
.solid basis for my feeling _that we can
not rely primarily on our ground forces 
to deter the Soviets from launching an 
attack on us any time the Kremlin lead
ers feel it is to their advantage to do so. 

Now, what about seapower? · 
There is no question that the United 

States now has the most powerful Navy 
.in the world, but in World War I and 
particularly in World War II we found 
that tbe greatest surface fleets were 
highly vulnerable to mass submarine at
tacks; and while we have continued to 
work on defensive measures, it seems 
apparent that the development of under
water craft has advanced at a compar
able pace, as is illustrated by our at_omic
powered Nautilus with its almost un
limited cruising range. 

In the prepared statement which he 
submitted to the Senate Committee on 

, Appropriations, Admiral -Burke, -the 
Chief of Naval Operations, had this to 
say about the Soviet threat: 

The United States is not alone in recog
nizing the importance of seapower. The 
Soviet Union is aware of the attack poten
tial afforded by use of the seas and the 
transportation problem the free world faces 
in the event of war. She has been engaged 
in a huge naval building program since 
World War II. 

The New Soviet Navy is powerful. It is de-
-signed to isolate the United States from our 
overseas bases and a11ies. It is designed to 
prevent our naval forces and supply ships 
from reaching European and Asiatic waters. 
It is designed to prevent vital raw materials 
from reaching our industry from overseas 
sources. 

In any war-regardless of length-regard
less- of weapons used-the Soviets will en
deavor to isolate and destroy our forces de
ployed overseas. . They will pinpoint and 
try to destroy our overseas bases and our 
overseas stockpiles. If the. Soviets can pre-

. vent our Navy and our supply ships from 
reaching their overseas terminals-they can 
overrun Europe, Asia, and the Middle East, 
as they see fit. 

German submarines almost severed our 
sea ·communications with Europe in World 
'war II. The Soviets' underseas force right 
now-consists of over 400 submarines. That 
is about seven times the strength with which 
the Germans entered World War II. 

Mr. SYMINGTON. Mr. President, 
will the Senator yield? 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I yield. 
Mr. SYMINGTON. The statement by 

the Chief of Naval Operations, a state-
-ment already made by the Secretary of 
the Navy, that "The Soviets' underseas 
force right now consists of over 400 sub
marines" was made many months ago. 

· If the number was more than 400 at that 
time, the chances are that it is con
siderably greater now. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Undubtedly; and 
, very likely the number now is more than 
7 times ,as great as the submarine force 
with which Germany, in World War II, 
almost wrecked us. Furthermore, the 
Soviet submarine is probably a much bet
ter type of craft. 

Mr. SYMINGTON. Is it not true also 
that the production of. Russian sub
marines is many times grea,t~r than the 

.production of submarines in the free 
world? 

Mr. ROBERTSON. There is no ques
tion about that. 

_Mr. SYMINGTON. Therefore the al
ready great difference between the num
ber of submarines which the Soviets have 
as compared with the number we have is 
rapidly becoming even greater, is it not? 

Mr. ROBERTSON. This is what Ad
miral Burke testified: 

Their submarine building program is still 
accelerating. 

They are his exact words. He testified 
further: 

New snorkel-equipped units have the lat
est technological advances, including long 
endurance, higher submerged speed and im
proved weapons, detection, E;nd communica
tions gear. They can operate thousands of 
miles from their home bases and are capable 
of sustained operations off the coasts of the 
United States (p. 129). · 

Mr. President, in the light of that tes
timony I believe it also is evident that, 
whether or not we are ahead of Russia in 

.development of nuclear-powered craft, 
the Soviets have in being an offensive 
underseas force which makes it unlikely 
that they would regard our Navy as an 
adequate deterrent to keep them from 
attacking us if they chose to do so. 

But if our ground and sea forces, re-
. gardless of their defensive _ value to us, 
are discounted as effective instruments 
to prevent the start of another war, that 
leaves only air power. And what did we 
find out about that in our hearings? 

Gen. Curtis LeMay, commander in 
chief of the Strategic Air Command, told 
us that if war were to start· tomorrow, 

. we would unquestionably be the victor, 
but he followed that statement quickly 
with sobering qualifications. He said 

. there were two reasons for our current 
superiority: First, failure of the Soviet 
leaders to recognize the true value of 
strategic air power immediately after 
World War II; second, realization by our 
own national and military leaders of the 

· potential of an atomically armed Air 
Force and their timely action to insure 
its full development-page 1222. 

_ General LeMay said we concluded in 
1954 an extensive study of Strategic Air 
Command requirements through 1965, 
but the results of that study had to be 
discarded in 1955 after the Soviets gave 
us a glimpse of their actual progress in 
developing a strategic air force. He 
continued: 

We have since received a series of new esti
mates, each more pessimistic than its pred
ecessor, all of which emphasized one point. 
The Soviets now have a distinct appreciation 
for the decisive nature of the long-range air 
weapon and they developed this appreciation 
earl'y enough to be able to display today sub
stantial and unexpected progress in the 
building of a strategic air arm. • • • 

If one takes the new estimates of projected 
Soviet capability .at face value and measures 
them against our current programs, only one 
conclusion can be drawn. 

· Who is better equipped to draw that 
one conclusion than General LeMay? I 
quote verbatim the conclusion he draws: 

The supremacy which we enjoy today is 
on the wane. By 1959 the Soviets will have 
the superior strategic air force. (P. 1223.) 
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In our executive committee session 
there was discussion of the latest esti
mates of our needs for B-52 and B-47 
bombers, involving figures which can
not be publicized, and General LeMay 
told us the figures he had mentioned 
as requirements actually could not be 
obtained. He said: 

It is too late now. We have delayed ,i;oo 
long. 

Even if the planes could be produced, 
he said, we would be unable to man and 
support the force properly. His recom
mendation, therefore, even though it in
volved increasing funds for the Strate
gic Air Force next year from $5 billion 
to $8 billion, and continuing at that rate 
for 4 years, still did not represent the 
kind of program we ought to have to 
fully meet the Soviet threat, but merely 
the best we could hope to do in the sit
uation in which we find ourselves. 

Mr. SYMINGTON. Mr. President, 
will the Senator yield? 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I yield. 
Mr. SYMINGTON. It is true, is it not, 

that in 1953 General Vandenberg pre
dicted, if there were further cuts jn 
personnel, it would make no difference 
whether or not planes were obtained 
because the skilled personnel would not 
be available to operate those planes? 

Mr. ROBERTSON. That is exactly 
what General LeMay said. He said it 
is too late now. We are late getting 

_ the planes, but we do not have the 
trained men to handle them, and we do 
not have the dispersal fields. General 
Vandenberg was absolutely correct. 

Mr. SYMINGTON. But this admin
istration, 1.nstead of trying to raise the 
level of skilled personnel, states that 
because we do not have the personnel, 
we do not need the planes or the bases. 
Is not that, in effect, a correct state
ment? 

Mr. ROBERTSON. 'Ibat is correct. 
The committee discussed the subject 
quite fully with General LeMay. I asked, 
"If you broke down the $3,800,000,000 
into so much for personnel, so much for 
bases, and so much for miscellaneous 
items, could you get delivery, could you 
get the men, and could you fulfill the 
program?" 

He said, "Absolutely, we could.'' 
Mr. SYMINGTON. Instead of raising 

the number of the lowest of the 3 basic 
components of airpower to the magni
tude of the other 2, is not, this adminis
tration consistently lowering the 2 
higher components to the level of the 
lowest? 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I think that is 
true, and I believe it has been a very dan
gerous miscalculation. 

Mr. SYMINGTON. Could there be ariy 
other reason for this policy except the 
telief that money is the most important 
characteristic of our defense program? 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I would have to 
admit, without saying what was the most 
important characteristic, that the rec
ommendations of a very &ble and fine 
Secretary of the Treasury undoubtedly 
have had some bearing on the program. 

Proceeding with the testimony of Gen
eral LeMay, in response to a question I 
asked him, he said: 

In response to questions I asked, Gen
eral LeMay said: 

The force that we require now, based on 
the latest intelligence estimate of the Rus
sians' force is larger than we can possibly 
produce between now and when it will be 
necessary. We just cannot do it unless we 
go into all-out emergency measures. 

So, I have submitted a force that I think 
we can produce in that time and the cost for 
that force alone, Strategic Air Command, is 
about $8 billion a year. I think it is well 
within the resources of the country to do 
that. I think it is well within the ability 
of the country to do it, without going to 
emergency measures. Whether it will be 
enough or not I do not know. 

Listen to this, Mr. President: 
Our calculations are that it will not be 

enough-

That is, the $8 billion. 
I am here today in support of the pro

posal of the Senator from New Mexico 
[Mr. CHAVEZ] to add $1,160,000,000. That 
is less than one-third of what General 
LeMay recommended, and he said, ac
cording to his present calculations, that 
if the amount he recommended were 
continued for 4 years, it would not be 
enough. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I yield. 
Mr. CHAVEZ. The approved commit

tee recommendation now in the bill is 
$1,160,000,000. Is not that practically 
only one-third of the recommendation 
made by General LeMay? 

Mr. ROBERTSON. He recommended 
$3,800,000,000. That is correct. He also 
said, as I have just quoted, that if that 
amount were provided for 4 years, which, 
in his calculation would be about ·as 
much as could be provided at this time, 
it would not be sufficient. 

Mr. SALTONSTALL. Mr. President, 
will the Senator yield? 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I yield. 
Mr. SALTONSTALL. I will say to the 

Senator from Virginia, for whose opin
ion I have a great deal of respect, that 
General LeMay was testifying as head 
of the Strategic Air Command. He was 
speaking of his command alone. He was 
asking for $3 billion a year for the next 
4 years for his command alone. As I 
recall his testimony, he did not profess 
to talk about ballistic missiles or guided 
missile~ or new aircraft which may be 
developed. · That is security information, 
and we cannot discuss it. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. That is correct, 
but I shall point out later in my state
ment that the forces under the Chief 
of Staff, who was thinking of missiles 
and fighter planes and new planes, have 
already been subjected to a cut of $3 
billion. I am going to point that out. 

Mr. SALTONSTALL. All I want to 
suggest is that these figures of General 
LeMay did not include other funds which 
may be required for other purposes, but 
includes merely what he wanted for his 
Strategic Air Command, for which he is 
entitled to ask funds. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. That is correct; 
and it looks like a lot of money. What 
we are proposing is a third of what he 
asked, and which he said was not 
enough. 

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I yield. 
Mr. JACKSON. Is not it the official 

view of the Air Force as expressed by Mr. 
Quarles, and in one area with which 
General LeMay is involved, that for a 
long time we shall have to depend on 
"man bombs"? Ballistic missiles, inter
continental and intermediate which are 
in initial stages of development, will help 
to supplement our air atomic devices, 
and in years ahead may substantially 
supplant "man bombs," but that is a 
long way ahead. 

Mr. ROBERTSON . . The junior Sen
ator from Virginia has heard so much 
testimony, classified and unclassified, 
and what has been said about guided mis
siles is classified, so that he is afraid to 
say anything more · than this, and I am 
sure this may legitimately be said pub
licly: "We do not have it now; we do not 
know when we will get it.', 

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield further? 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I yield. 
Mr. JACKSON. I wanted to say to 

the distinguished junior Senator from 
Virginia that what I have just said has 
been uttered publicly by Mr. Quarles and 
by General LeMay. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. The distinguished 
Senator from Washington is one of our 
best experts on classified material, be
cause he has served on the Joint Com
mittee on Atomic Energy, where nearly 
everything is classified. The Senator 
must be fearful of waking up in the 
night and saying something he ought 
not to say. The Senator from Washing
ton has served on the subcommittee of 
which the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
SYMINGTON] is chairman, and I am sure 
he has heard the facts, because the sub-

, committee's duty was to learn the facts. 
Therefore, I am sure that when the Sen
ator from Washington states that what 
he has said can be publicly said, he is 
correct. 

Mr. SYMINGTON. Mr. President, 
will the Senator yield? 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I yield. 
Mr. SYMINGTON. The distinguished 

Senator from New Mexico [Mr. CHAVEZ] 
mentioned the fact that the amount of 
money requested by General LeMay is 
three times the amount contained ii\ the 
amendment of the Senator from New 
Mexico. As I read the testimony that 
in the included provision for $1,160,000,-
000, is a great deal of money which does 
not go to the Strategic Air Command. 
There is provided $100 million for re
search and development; $200 million for 
bases; $40 million for operation and 
maintenance. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. The total amount 
included money for research, also. 

Mr. SYMINGTON. I think I said $100 
million for research and development. 
The actual difference is much greater 
than only one-third.· 

Mr. CHAVEZ. What I meant was the 
total difference between the approxi
mately $3 billion and the $1,160,000,000. 

Mr. SYMINGTON. There was an 
additional $450 million for aircraft pro
curement. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. And $20 million for 
personnel. 
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Mr. ROBERTSON. I wish to quote 

again from what General LeMay said, 
because nobody can question his qualifi
cations .. on the subject of strategic air 
power. 

General LeMay reminded us that we 
have the only strategic capability in the 
NATO organization, and must carry the 
full load of that type 9f defense. 

I told General LeMay I realized that if 
we got into war we would need all the 
defensive services, Army, Navy. and Air 
Force, but that I wanted his opinion on 
what would be the greatest deterrent to 
the Russians to keep them from starting 
a war. 

He replied: "Nuclear offensive air
power." 

General LeMay said that, looking at 
the national defense picture for the next 
15 years, we can see a number of enemy 
strengths of various types we may have 
to face, but the only threat which can 
destroy the United States and our allies 
is the Soviet capability to deliver a sur
prise, massive nuclear air attack. Tllen 
he said: · 

I know of only one thing which will make 
us capable of meeting the threat of an all
out nuclear attack as well as lesser threats 
and that is the clear possession by the United 
States of an effective strategic nuclear air 
offensive force in being. Its size and effec
tiveness must meet the enemy threat or we 
invite miscalculations on his part which 
could lead to our own defeat. There are no 
adjectives which can adequately describe the 
destruction and desolation which would re
sult from a war in 1960. We must have a 
force strong enough in size, so deployed and 
in such a condition of readiness to guarantee 
to him that -the inevitable consequence of 
any attack they m ight launch will be de
vastation of his own homeland. Should they 
be so foolhardy as to miscalculate our capa
bility, this force must be capable of insur
ing the emergence of the United States as 
the superior power (p. 1225) . 

In addition to the need for the Stra
tegic Air Force as a deterrent to war, 
General LeMay said all military men will 
agree that no military task can be under
taken in these modern days until a na
tion has air superiority and has won the 
airpower battle. It is necessary, there
fore, to put into the hands-of the military 
the weapons to win the airpower battle 
before any other military task is under
taken-page 1250. 

Mr. President, in contrast with that 
strong plea for added airpower, what did 
our committee learn about the budget 
figures on which the bill passed by the 
House was based? 

When the Chief of ·staff for the Air 
Force, Gen. Nathan F. Twining, was be
fore us I asked him how the Air Force 
budget submitted to the Congress last 
January compared with the figure he 
had submitted for the Air Force last 
October, and he replied there was a dif
ference of more than $3 billion. The Air 
Force in October said it needed $20,480 
million, and the President 3 months later 
recommended that they be given $16,518 
million. Later the -Defense Department 
found out some things it did not know 
before about our needs, and recommend
ed $376 million as a supplemental ap
propriation, but that still left a differ
ence of more than $3 billion between the 
request and the budget figures-page 
162. 

Later, testimony brought out that the 
Air Force Advisory Committee on budget 
matters had done some paring which re
sulted in a final figure of $19,392 million, 
which still was $2,874 million more than 
the budget recommendation; and expla
nations were offered as to how some of · 
the difference was to be made up by ad
justment of reorder leadtime, and some 
by revision of procurement estimates to 
which · the Air Force had agreed, and 
some by changes in actual procurement 
plans. 

After those adjustments had been 
made, however, there remained a differ
ence of $500 million, which General 
Twining and Maj. Gen. Frank A. Bogart, 
the Air Force budget director, defined 
simply as an "arbitrary reduction." 
General Bogart said: 

We just absorb that. We don't know quite 
how (p. 1276). 

So, Mr. President, at the end of our 
hearings the Appropriations Committee 
was faced with uncontroverted evidence 
that our airpower is deteriorating, rela
tive to that of the Soviets, at a rate 
which will leave us in second place by 
1960; that a program increased by $3 
billion a year, as recommended by Gen
eral LeMay, to use our full productive 
capability, would still not fully meet our 
estimated requirements to retain superi
ority; and that the even smaller program 
officially recommended by the Chief of 
Staff of the Air Force had been placed 
under the handicap of an arbitrary cut 
of $500 million, which those who must 
carry on the program have not figured 
out how to absorb. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from Virginia yield? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
POTTER in the chair). Does the Senator 
from Virginia yield to the Sena tor from 
New Mexico? 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I yield. 
Mr. CHAVEZ. Is it not true that not

withstanding that General Twining
who is now in Russia, to find out how 
advanced Russian airpower is, in com
parison to our airpower-stated that he 
was willing to g_o along with the budget 
recommendations of the Defense Depart
ment, yet he thought the program was 
austere? 

Mr. ROBERTSON. That is correct. 
Mr. CHAVEZ. What does the Senator 

from Virginia think General Twining 
meant by his use of the word "austere"? 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I think he meant 
that not only did he not have as much 
as he had requested or as much as he 
thought he would need, but that he was 
like a man who had been underfed: he 
was still alive, but was not feeling good 
about it; in other words, he had been 
trained down until he was too thin. That 
indicates General Twining's attitude, 
after he had requested appropriations 
amounting to $3 billion more than the 
Air Force received in the end. -

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from Virginia yield to me? 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I yield. 
Mr. JACKSON. Not only ,did General 

Twining request that amount of money; 
but the Secretary of the Air Force, Mr. 
Quarles, a distinguished scientist in his 
own right, asked for $2,363,000,000 more 
thain Sec1·etary Wilson allowed. · · 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Yes. Every time 
anyone !poked at the appropriation, it 
was reduced. 

Mr. President, that was the basis on 
which a majority of our committee voted 
to increase the Air Force funds $1,300,-
000,000 over the amount allowed by the 
House, and $1,112 million over the 
Budget estimate. 

But, Mr. President, since the Secretary 
of Defense has said our proposed in
crease in funds for the Air Force is a 
"phony,'' and that our concern about 
the comparative quality as well as quan
tity of the Russian Air Force is not 
soundly based, I want to point to addi
tional testimony which emphasizes and 
reinforces the information given to our 
Appropriations Committee. 

During the same period when we weie 
conducting our hearings, the Subcom
mittee on the Air Force of the Senate 
Armed Services Committee was holding 
hearings focused on the question: "Are 
the present and planned strengths of the 
United States Air Force adequate to pre
serve the peace through the deterrence 
of aggression?" That was the topic and 
the theme on which the testimony ·was 
taken. 

The witnesses at the hearing were not 
men who had made their reputations by 
supervising the production and sale of 
automobiles. They were the past and 
present commanders of our Armed 
Forces, who learned by personal experi
ence in Africa, in Europe, over the 
Pacific, and in Korea the practical diffi
culties of modern scientific warfare; and 
they were men whose business it has been 
to study Soviet actions and to plan the 
details of the course we must follow if the 
Communists make a future move against 
us. 

One of those witnesses was Gen. Wal
ter Bedell Smith, General Eisenhower's 
Chief of Staff during World War II; 
Ambassador to the Soviet Union from 
1946 to 1949; and, after that, Director 
for 3 years of the Central Intelligence 
Agency, which has the mission of keep
ing us informed as to developments in 
potentially hostile nations. 

General Smith, who appeared under 
subpena, naturally was discreet as to 
what he told the committee; but he made 
clear his belief that we seriously under
estimated the ability of the Soviet Union 
for scientific development and industrial 
production. He said we knew they had 
a few top-level scientists, but thought 
there was a shortage of technically 
trained people and of those with · prac
tical ability. We found that we were 
wrong as to their ability to .take training 
rapidly. We also failed to make proper 
allowance for the advantage of a mon
olithic system of government which can 
meet defense and heavy industrial needs 
by ignoring public opinion and allowing 
light industry to go short. 

They can ignore the wishes of the man in 
thestreet-:--

General Smith said. 
If he wants to buy another suit of clothes 

or a cooking pot, he can go short, if it is 
necessary, for them to concentrate on heavy 
industry (p. 10-11). 

General Smith agreed, in answer to a 
question. that since the end ·of World 
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War II, the Soviets have been able to 
break our monopoly of atomic weapons, 
atomic and hydrogen, fission and fusion; 
and said we would be justified in assum
ing that they have been concentrating on 
a delivery system for those weapons
page 13. In that concentration, as he 
pointed out, they have had the advantage 
of ignoring civilian desires or demands, 
and concentrating on this one task of 
overtaking our strength in the air. 

Another witness heard by. the Armed 
Forces Subcommittee was Gen. Carl 
Spaatz, former Chief of Staff of the Air 
Force, who retired in 1948, after a dis: 
tinguished career which included service 
as Chief Air Adviser to General Eisen
hower in North Africa, and Commander 
in Chief of Strategic Air Forces in Europe 
in 1944, and against Japan in 1945. · 

General Spaatz said: 
The- Air Force in being at this very mo

ment I would say, in my opinion, is ade
quate to meet any threat that the Russians 
might put against us from the air. As of 
today. But remembering also that the 
money we spend today will determine what 
we have 4 or 5 or 6 years from now (p. 52). 

Asked, then, whether at the rate of 
present spending, and based on our pres
ent budget, we will continue to have an 
Air Force that can carry out the assigned 
mission, General Spaatz replied: 

I do not believe so. In the first place, th~ 
Russians have improved their air position 
both with atomic weapons and by increas
ing the range and performance of the air
craft, closing a gap that existed before. And 
in the second place, I am not sure that we 
are anticipating what the situation will be 
4 or 5 years from now by spending enough 
money in certain fields (p. 52-54). 

General Spaatz then mentioned air
bases for dispersion, funds for more re
search, and greater production of ultra
long-range aircraft as areas in which 
more spending would be profitable; and 
these are the same objectives our Appro
priations Committee had in mind in vot
ing for an increase of $1.1 billion. 

The next witness questioned by the 
Armed Services Subcommittee was Gen
eral LeMay, commander in chief of the 
Strategic Air Command. Asked for his 
views about the best defense against 
atomic air attack, he said-and he was 
testifying under oath-that all responsi
ble airmen agree it is impossible to prq
vide an airtight defense against a well
coordniated and properly executed 
atomic bombing attack, and that some of 
the planes are bound to get through and 
hit their targets. Therefore, General 
LeMay said: 

The primary defensive force is the ability 
to strike back with sufficient effectiveness to 
provide a deterrent force. 

And he quoted the statement of Win
ston Churchill that-

The primary deterrents to aggression re
main the nuclear weapon and the ability Qf 
the highly .organized and trained United 
States Strategic Air Command to use it (p. 
101-102). 

That · statement was echoed . this 
month, by the way, but with a different 
and rather alarming emphasis, by the 
present Prime Minister of England, An
thony Eden, who askf'd why the coun
tries of western Europe should continue 

to spend $12 billion a year on defense, 
in accord with a 100-division plan laid 
out in 1952, when the real barrier to 
Soviet aggre~sion now is the hydrogen
bomb power of the United States. 

When others see no adequate deter
rent force except what our Air Force 
can provide, and are unwilling even to 
try to supply such a force, can we afford 
to neglect our own defense? 

General LeMay told the Armed Forces 
Subcommittee, as he told our Appropri
ations Subcommittee, that Russian of
fensive airpower has increased more rap
idly than had been expected when our 
Strategic Air Force program was estab
lished in 1953; but that we have made no 
consequential changes in our plan, and, 
therefore, our strength in relation to the 
Soviet strength is decreasing; and unless 
there are changes, ;it will continue to 
decrease through the 1958-60 period. 

Mr. President, Secretary Wilson has 
said we are unduly alarmed about Soviet 
progress, and that their Bison bombers 
are not in a class with our B-52's. That 
is his opinion. On just what evidence 
it is based, I do not know. But I want 
to call particular attention to the testi
mony of General LeMay as to t:ie quality 
of Russian airplanes. 

General LeMay was the man who in
troduced the formation pattern bomb
ing used during World War II, and per
sonally led many missions. He also 
headed the Research and Development 
staff of the Air Force, before taking com
mand of the Strategic Air Force. We 
do know, the:-efore, something about the 
basis on which he would evaluate a Rus
sian airplane and compare it with one 
of ours. 

When he was asked what kind~ of 
long-range bombers the Russians now 
have, General LeMay said: 

The Soviets now have the Bear, which is 
a turboprop aircraft;· the Bison, which is a 
jetpowered aircraft comparable to our B-52. 
These are new aircraft, and neither is obso
lete (p. 104). 

Then he was asked whether the qual
ity of these bombers was comparable 
with our own aircraft, including the 
B-52. He replied: 

If our . estimates as to the performance 
characteristics of the Bison are accurate, 
then it is comparable ·to our B-52. The Bear, 
while a long-range bomber, is a turboprop
powered aircraft, and, therefore, its perform
ance is greater in range, but less in speed 
and altitude, than that of the B-52 (p. 104). 

Asked about production rates, General 
LeMay said: ' 

If our estimate of Soviet production is 
accurate, then they are producing Bears and 
Bisons at a combined rate substantially 
higher than we are producing B-52's. 

Mr. President, I pause here to say that 
everyone knows that the Russians have 
more of them, to begin with, than we 
have B-52's. 

General LeMay said also that the So
viets now have more Bear and Bison 
bombers in inventory than we have 
B-52's; that they are producing their 
long-range bombers . at a substantially 
higher rate than we now are, we do 
not now plan to increase the rate of 
production of B-52's to a point where it 
will equal the Russian production ~d-

assuming no change in our present plans 
and programs, they will have a substan-: 
tially larger force of this type of air.:. 
plane than we will in the 1958-60 pe
riod-page 104. 

As to striking power, General LeMay 
said it would be foolhardy to assume the 
Russians would not provide weapons, 
bases, refueling capacity, maintenance 
capacity, training and professional per
sonnel to support their numerical supe
riority o{ aircraft and therefore, he 
said: 

I can only conclude then that they will 
have a greater striking power than we will 
have in the time period under our .present.· 
plans and programs . . 

When he was asked if he thought there 
should be an increase in the number of 
B-52's planned for the Strategic Air , 
Command, General LeMay said: 

Yes; I believe that we should maintain 
the deterrent position that we have had over 
the past 10 years. I think this means an 
increase in the planned number of B-52's. 

He added that more bases also would 
be needed because our building of bases 
has lagged behind production of air- · 
planes and has resulted in shortage of 
bases and crowding of Jlllilis-page 105. 

When the commander in chief of our 
Strategic Air Command was asked if it 
was within the competence of the United 
States to step up B-52 production be
tween now and 1960 enough to prevent 
Russia froni having an undue prepon
derance he said that it was possible; that 
we. have factories which could do the 
job-page 227. 

But in discussing our needs General 
LeMay also said that we do not have the 
proper ratio of jet tankers to jet bomb
ers to develop our full intercontinental 
strike capability, that if we get more 
B-52's we will have a still greater need 
for jet . tankers and that a .satisfactory 
tanker ratio for the 1958-60 period can 
be obtained only "if prompt action were 
taken now"-page 107. 

That statement ought to be weighted 
alongside the statement of the Secretary 
of Defense that the Russian long-range 
bombers are not so formidable because 
they lack tankers for refueling. 

Then the Armed Services Subcommit
tee heard from Gen. Earle E. Partridge, 
commander in chief of the forces on 
which we rely for our continental de
fense, and who said his comments on 
the threat we face were based on general 
estimates on which all intelligence 
agencies agree, and which are prepared 
for the. National Security Council. 

General Partridge said it was esti
mated that today the Russians have the 
capability of sending hundreds of' 
bombers against us of which a number, 
deleted for security reasons in the print
ed hearings, would arrive within our 
defenses, and that this capability would 
be measurably increased by 1959. 

This witness too called the Bison 
bomber comparable to our B-52 and 
pointed out that it apparently does with 
four jet engines what our craft does 
with eight. He said we have no coun
terpart to the Bear, which does not have 
as high altitude or speed as the B-52, but 
has extremely long range to permit '.a 
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two-way attack on this country without 
1·equiring refueling-page 238. 

Summarizing, General Partridge said 
he believed it must be assumed from 
the data he and others had given-

That the Soviets have the capability for 
air attack on the United States using large 
numbers of modern bombers, and that they 
have a sufficient number of weapons to de- · 
stroy the key targets of this country unless 
those targets are well defended (p. 240). 

He said also that if the Russians put 
just 50 bombs of the proper kind on 
target they could destroy or at least 
bring under fire 40 percent of our popu
lation, 50 percent of our key facilities, 
and 60 percent of the industry of the 
United States-page 239. 

When asked if we have planes with 
capabilities to provide the defense 
which he felt was needed against such 
attacks, General Partridge said: 

I am not satisfied with what we have at 
this ti~e ( p. 283) . 

- I invite attention also, Mr. President, 
to the testimony before this committee 
of Lt. Gen. Donald L. Putt, the Air 
Force's Chief of Staff for Development, 
who said the technological lead of our 
Air Force over the Soviets' has become 
"progressively more expensive and de
creasingly strong." He continued: 

If we are to maintain the required qual
itative deterrent Air Force in-being, we must 
always stay ahead through the development 
of tomorrow's weapons yesterday. 

General Putt said: 
We could lose the next showdown if proper 

emphasis is not being placd on tomorrow's 
weapons today; further, dollars spent for 
less than the best Air Force, as measured 
against requirements, is a total waste. In 
fact, it is a national suicide (p. 537). 

. Yet all the experts who appeared be
fore the committee testified to the effect 
tp.at under our present program we shall 
wind up in 1960 with the second-best 
Air Force. This, according to the wit- · 
ness whose testimony I have just quoted, 
would be national suicide. 

Genei·al Putt said Russian research 
progress is at a more rapid rate than 
ours is today and they are threatening 
to overtake us. He said this progress 
added to our research requirements but 
that we did not provide as much in addi
tional funds as he felt was required to 
do the necessary job--page 555. Then
and I direct particular attention to this
General Putt said in reply to questions 
that of the funds appropriated by the . 
Congress for research and development 
in 1956, a sum of $30 million was with
held from the Air Force by the Bureau 
of the Budget on recommendation of the· 
Department of Defense-page 556. 

He said also that in comparison with 
$129 million asked for research and de
velopment to meet Killian report re
quirements, only $52.5 million was pro
vided in fiscal 1956 by the Department 
of Defense, and of this $30 million had 
to be used for non-Killian items which 
were to have been paid for by the money 
which was impounded. 

Later General Putt confirmed pub
lished reports that the Russians have a 
passenger plane with engines apparently 
producing 19,000 pounds of thrust com-

pared with the 10,500 produced by our 
B-52 engines and said: 

· I think had we had enough money to carry 
it on, we would have developed bigger en
gines sooner than we have (p. 569). 

He added that what concerned him 
more than the fact that the Russians 
have bigger engines than we have is the 
demonstration by these engines of their 
ability to overcome complex and difficult 
problems-pages 569 to 570. 

Finally, Mr. President, I refer briefly 
to the testimony of former Assistant Sec
retary of the Air Force for Research and 
Development, Trevor Gardner, who said 
that our tendency during the last 3 years 
has been to a void making the kinds of 
decisions that would assure our &ta.ving 
ahead of the Russians in weapops re- . 
search and development-page 334 of 
transcript. 

Mr. Gardner said the Air Force re
peatedly stated in detail to the civilian 
managers of the Department of Defense 
the Air Force programs and amounts of 
money needed to develop new engines, 
fuels, and other matters suggested by the 
Russian competition but they had been 
unable to break through the flat ceiling 
of guidelines, which he described as 
blank instructions from the Secretary of 
Defense, dictating the total amount of 
money which could be spent, regardless 
of projects involved-page 335. 

He said that after learning of the 
Bison and other aircraft developed by 
the Russians and the implications of 
their advanced technology in power
plants and radar "we attempted to make 
a response by asking for a larger budget 
and we were told that we must make 
do with the amount of funds that were 
available under an austere budget"
page 341. 

This witness said that "unless we rec
ognize the power of the Russian threat 
by increasing our bomber forces and · 
our defensive system and our research 
and development on missiles, we are be
ing extremely_ foolhardy"-page 360. 

Mr. President, I h_:we presented only 
a few scattered excerpts from the large 
volume of testimony before two commit
tees indicating the vital importance of 
our maintaining a first-class rather than 
a second-class Air Force as a deterrent 
against an atomic attack. 

Our situation today reminds me, in 
some respects, of that many years ago, 
when Gen. Billy Mitchell tried to con
vince Army and Navy leaders of the im
portance of airpower. Instead of being 
recognized as a prophet, he was court
martialed. I hope none of those who 
have been bold enough to give us their 
honest opinion in these hearings will 
meet a similar fate. We know today 
that Billy Mitchell was right, but we lost 
valuable time during which we might 
have become better prepared for World 
War II. 

Today there are many who, while rec
ognizing the airplane as a new weapon 
of modern warfare, still believe that wars 
will continue to be won or lest by con
ventional ·older weapons, and that there
fore any program of defense expansion 
must involve proportional expansion of 
all convention weapons and branches of 
the service. 

I do not challenge the theory that all 
weapons will be needed and used. But~ 
the point which must be stressed is that 
there can be no winner in the next war; 
and it is far more important to try to 
prevent it than to plan to win it after it 
starts. 

I cannot see how any civilian, much 
less a military expert, can claim that a 
large land army, a large navy, or a large 
combination of both can be as effective 
as a deterrent of future aggression as 
a ·large strategic air force capable of in
flicting such great damage that no na
tion will want to incur that risk. 

It is for this reason I am supporting 
the increased appropriation for our Air 
Force, and I accept the challenge of Sec
retary of Defense Wilson to tell the tax
payers what I am doing and why I am 
doing it. 

Mr. GOLDWATER. Mr. President, 
will the Senator yield for a question? 
· Mr. ROBERTSON. I yield. 

Mr. GOLDWATER. I have listened 
with a great deal -of interest to the pres
entation of the able junior Senator from 
Virginia. I must admit that there is 
much he said with which I am wholly 
in agreement. · 

I am not in agreement with those who · 
suggest that we have a second-rate Air 
Force today, or that we might have a 
second-rate Air Force in the future. 

I wish to ask the Senator from Vir
ginia if, during the hearings and during 
the executive sessions of-the committee, 
emphasis was placed, in the testimony 
given before the committee, upon the 
need ·for attention to the question ·of the 
personnel of the Air Force, the reten
tion of fringe benefits, and the increase 
of specialist pa.y, so as to avoid the result 
which is indicated by the table on page 
901 of the printed hearings, which shows 
that during the past fiscal year we lost 
1,713 E-7 airmen, and gained only 192. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. All those matters 
were considered and discussed. Gen
~ral LeMay said: 

It would injure the morale of my whole 
outfit if, in order to compete with skilled 
industry, I should put one sergeant's pay 
twice as high as another sergeant's pay. I 
cannot do that. It is unnecessary. But if 
you will give us fringe benefits, better hous
ing, and better assurance of a sane program, 
we can hold the necessary men we need over 
a period of years. 

· Mr. GOLDWATER. Were those sug
gestions made · specifically? 

Mr. ROBERTSON. The suggestions 
were made specifically, and we had as
surance of the Armed Services Commit
tee that they would take care of legisla
tion on the subject of fringe benefits. 
We cannot write fringe benefits into an 
appropriation bill. That would be legis
lation. We do have· an item for new 
housing, for more personnel, and for 
education, and things for which we can 
properly appropriate, but we would have 
to change the law before we could pro
vide so-called fringe benefits. Proposed 
legislation on that subject is now under 
consideration by the Armed Services 
Committee. 

Mr. GOLDWATER. And that com
mittee has made a definite recommenda
tion; has it not? 
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Mr. ROBERTSON. I do not think the 
committee has reported the bill, but I -
know the Defense Department has made 
specific recommendations concerning the · 
legislation it wants for the armed .serv .. · 
ices. The committee has the matter un .. · 
der consideration, and hopes to report 
a bill to the Senate before adjournment. 

Mr. GOLDWATER. I ask these ques .. · 
tions, Mr. President, because, while I · 
am in agreement with the Senator from 
Virginia that in certain categories of 
airplanes we certainly should have a 
faster production of planes, I think we 
are completely overlooking the nub of 
the whole problem when we · seem to 
neglect the very source of the trouble, · 
which is the low rate of enlistments not 
only in the Air Force, but in all our 
forces. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I can assure the 
Senator that that is only a part of the 
problem. The big part of the problem · 
is that we do not have enough B-52's. 
When we get them, we have got to have 
more personnel and certain types of pro- -
grams and· plans to hold the technical 
men in the service. That will be by 
means of better living conditions and 
fringe benefits. The Air Force will need 
enough men to do the job. · 

Mr. GOLDWATER. Mr. President, I 
do not wish to prolong the discussion. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from Virginia yield? 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I yield. 
Mr. CHAVEZ. I should like to clear 

up the personnel angle. The first re .. 
port which General LeMay made was on 
personnel, for the reason that when a 
B-52 is acquired a different kind of tech
nical personnel is needed than that 
which is necessary for some other kind of 
aircraft. It is like a mechanic working 
on an old jalopy and one working on a 
high-powered car. 

Mr. GOLDWATER. I agree with the 
Senator·. I wish to comment further on 
the need of additional personnel. I am 
not in complete disagreement with the 
Senator from Virginia. The Senator 
from Virginia remembers that we have 
a fleet of more than a thousand B-47's. 
The B-47 is not an obsolete airplane. 
Our trouble is that we do not have a 
sufficient number of crews. 

We spend approximately $684,000 for 
training a lead pilot, and then we lose 
him to industry. If it takes a little more 
pay, if it takes a little more fringe bene
fits, let us give them. I believe that is 
the best investment we can make. I ima
gine a colonel who will command a B-52 
will probably have three-quarters of a 
million dollars spent on his training. If 
we listen to a discussion based on num
bers of planes only, the people of the 
country may become unduly alarmed. 
We must remember several things about 
the Russian Air Force. Their expe1ience 
in World War II was based almost en
tirely on tactical support of ground 
forces. The Russians flew very few stra
tegic missions and only one over 2-00 
miles. We performed hundreds of thou
sands of misl?ions pefore we perfected 
our bombing patterns. The Russians, 
from every indication we can get, have 
not been able to duplicate our strategic 
bombing efforts. We have the finest 
trained crews in the world in .SAC. · 

Mr; ·ROBERTSON. We are told that ThePRESIDINGOFFICER. Does the 
the Russians have superiority in every Senator from Virginia yield, and, if so, 
category except the B-47. If we pay at- to whom? 
tention to what the top experts say, we Mr. ROBERTSON. I should like to · 
can still lick them; but 4 years from now, yield to my colleague from Massachu
if we do not speed up, we will have a sec- setts, and then I shall be glad to yield to 
ond-class air force. During the course the Senator from Washington. 
of my speech I have quoted · technical Mr. SALTONSTALL. Mr. President, 
witnesses who are well informed on the · I wish to emphasize what the Senator
subject, not the kind of people who say · from Arizona [Mr. GOLDWATER], has said, · 
an American can whip his weight in wild- as well as what has been said by the . 
cats. That is a lot of tommyrot. - Senator from Virginia [Mr. ROBERTSON], 

Mr. GOLDWATER. I could not more and the Senator from New Mexico [Mr . . 
agree with the Senator. The point I am CHAVEZ]. Every man in uniform and 
trying to make is that the morale of the every civilian in the Air Force believes 
Air Force is affected when responsible that the personnel situation can be 
Senators say that our crews are inferior helped by fringe benefits and in various 
to the Russian crews. other ways, but perhaps more by creat-

Mr. ROBERTSON. They are the best ing a new group of technicians. 
in the world. I should like to take exception to one 

Mr. GOLDWATER. I am saying that statement which the Senator from Vir
we should pay attention to the enlisted · ginia has made. General LeMay and 
men and officers of all grades, from sec- many other generals, and also many 
ond lieutenants up to lieutenant colonels, civilian officials, have -testified that to
and let us worry about a housing program · day we have the best Air ·Force in the 
here and there, about hospitalization, world. No one has said that it would 
and other fringe benefits. I should like be the second best Air Force in the world · 
to see the Senator devote an hour and a 2, 3, or 4 year~ .from now. What they , 
half to talking about the personnel of the have said is that they are worried about 
Air Force rather than to the subject of whether it will be such a deterrent as to 
equipment. prevent an attack upon us. That is 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I can give my dis- the principal issue; and the problem will · 
tinguished colleague a little encourage- be solved, as others have said, by per
ment, because I am told that next year sonnel rather than by planes. 
we are going to step up these expendi- Mr. ROBERTSON. Let us realize the 
tures. difference between putting specific words 

Mr. GOLDWATER. This situation in General l,eMay's mouth and what he , 
has not developed in the past year or 2 actually said. He said that on the pres
years or 3 years; it has been developing ent basis Rus~ia was gaining superiority; 
ever since World War II. and that if we continue on the present 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, with the basis, then 4 years from now Russia 
indulgence of the Senator from Arizona, would have superior airpower . . If that 
let me say I am glad he has made his does not forecast that we will be second 
statement. I am very sure there is one best, it might mean that we will be third 
vote the committee will have on the $20 best. Certainly we will not be first. 
million increase for personnel. It makes Mr. SALTONSTALL. We can never 
me most happy. engage in a numbers race with Russia. 

Mr. GOLDWATER. Will the Sena- What we must do is to keep up the qual
tor tell me whether $20 million is suffl- ity of our planes and of our research. 
cient? Mr. ROBERTSON. I agree with the 

Mr. CHAVEZ. According to the best Senator's statement, because Russia has · 
information we have, $20 million is twice as many planes as we have. She 
probably not sufficient, but- outnumbers us in every respect except as 

Mr. ROBERTSON. It is sufficient for to B-47's. 
a one-third step-up. I wish to finish my remarks with this 

Mr. GOLDWATER. All I am trying to thought. We have the best potential in 
point out is that so far I have not heard the world in our American youth. They 
enough stress placed on personnel. must be trained. They must be ade-

Mr. CHAVEZ. I think if the senator quately equipped. We need not match 
had read my first statement he · would Russia in numbers, but there are certain 
know that I devoted several pages to fundamentals with which we must be 
nothing but personnel. When we talk concerned. I think it was with that in 
about personnel, there is no question that mind that General LeMay and the other 
the Senator from Arizona is correct, but persons I have quoted considered all the 
an increase in personnel cannot be taken factors which must be kept in mind. 
care of merely by fringe benefits in order They admit that we cannot even try to 
to induce men to remain in the service. catch up with Russia on the ground; 
Corporals, sergeants, second lieutenants, that is out of reason. Similarly, we m~y 
and first lieutenants are. extremely . es- not be able to keep up with Russia in the 
sential, and we should take care of them, building of submarines; that is not in 
but I have not heard anyone complain the plans, and certainly it is not in the 
about another shortage, which is in the present budge_t. 
higher echelon. A national magazine, But we d.o not have to think, when it 
less than 3 or 4 weeks ago·, contained a comes to the realm of flying a . bomber 
statement regarding the many admirals 3,000, 4,000, or 5,000 n;1iles, and dropping 
and generals who are now working in bombs, that we are second to anybody. 
private enterprise. · · Mr. SALTONSTALL. I agree with the 

Mr. GOLDWATER. I do not think Senator from Virginia as to that:· 
that enters into this discussion at all. Mr. JACKSON. Mr. President, will 

Mr. SALTONSTALL and Mr. JACK- the Senator yield? 
SON addressed the Chair. . . Mr. ROBERTSON . . I yield; 
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Mr .. JACKSON. Much has been ·said Mr. ROBER'I'SON. That is . correct; 

about - the United States -not having a but the statement was that it was not 
better personnel program. I could not necessary. 
agree more · with anything than with Mr. SYMlNGTON. Neither . are we 
what has been said on that subject by matching Russia scientist for sci,entist · 
my distinguished colleagues this after- or engineer for engineer in our training 
noon. I think the record should be programs. Is not that correct? . 
made clear, however, so that every Sena- Mr. ROBERTSON. All the testimony 
tor will realize -the exact situation. The is that Russia i~ moving ahead of us in 
truth is that the committee which is in- the matter of trained scientists. They 
vestigating airpower has asked for rec- are training twice as many as we train. 
ommendations for improvements in the Russia provides attractive rewards for 
personnel program. We have not re- scientists. All Russia's schools are chan
ceived those recommendations from the . neling scientists into the production 
Department of Defense. Therefore, it is effort. . 
rather difficult for Senators to be called . I have placed in the RECORD the speech 
upon to -improve the personnel program made by former Senator Benton, in 
when we do not have the recommenda- which he sets forth how Russia is mov
tions from the Department. ing ahead of us in those fields. He said 

We ·should not have to ask the Depart- that if we are worried about being 
ment of· Defense for recommendations; bomb~d. we had better give some thought 
they should have been submitted by the as to how to win a war without firing . 
Department· on the Department's own a shot. 
volition. Mr. SYMINGTON. With the excep-

What all this boils down to is dollars. tion of our carrier force and our me
There is no substitute for money when it dium bomber force, the latter becoming .. 

t t . t · rapidly less and less effective because of 
comes O get mg a s ronger Air Force. the deterioration of our base· structure 
If we are to have more planes, we must 
have the supporting resources of per- · around the world, which my colleague -
sonnel, bases, research; and development. from Washington [Mr. JACKSON] will 
That all costs money. It is not possible · develop in more detail, it now appears 
to concentrate on the training of per- that there is little in which we can afford 
sonnel in order to fly the planes, but not to match Russia. Is not that correct? 
ask for money. Mr. ROBE;RTSON. General LeMay , 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Everyone must wanted to match Russia's Bison with our 
agree with that statement. B-52· But he said it is now too late. · 

We cannot do _it except by going onto a 
In the case of the Artny, if we are to full, all-out basis. He said that even if 

have· more military bases overseas, it we provided ·$3,800,000,000 for 8 years, 
will be necessary to have more ground we w~uld not actually match the Soviet 
troops to guard the bases. That all adds 'Qnion, but that with our superior tech-
up to more mo:ney. · d 

Mr. SYMINGTON. Mr. President, mque an skill we ·could deter them from 
. seeking a fight. 

will the Senator from Virginia yield? Mr. 'SYMINGTON. Since I have had 
Mr. ROBERTSON. I yield: , the honor of being in the Senate, many 
Mr. SYMINGTO:rf. If i may, -I should Senators have taken the floor in opposi

like to have the attention of the distin- tion to military appropriations on the 
guished senior Senator from Massachu- ground there already was a large amount 
setts. I had to leave -the floor temporar- of unexpended funds. I hope we can 
ily. I should like to ask a question of give the Senate, before this debate is 
the Senator from Virginia based upon over, the truth about our aircraft pro
some of the observations which he made duction. But if any Senator is interested 
in response to questions I understand in resisting appropriations for ·. more 
were asked by the Senator from Massa- money, the best way to do that would 
chusetts. be to think up ways to further reduce 

It is true, is it not, that in 1948 it was aircraft production. Is not that true? · 
said we could not match the Communists would they not in that way nave a good 
man for man on the ground. argument for less money, because of 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Absolutely; and greater unexpended funds? 

cured. It cannot be stated on the_floor
at least I will not state -on the .floor
the numbers of planes or the -produc-
tion schedule of the planes. All I c.an 
say is that I believe-and I have ·every . 
reason to believe-that the production 
of B-52's is going forward· on schedule, 
and .that by next January, . when Con
gress returns and we can ask more ques
tions, the program will be on schedule. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I do not deny that 
it will be on schedule by next January; 
I -simply say that my impression is that 
the production of B-52's is behind.sched
ule today. I could state the . number -
which have been delivered between Jan
uary and June, but I do not want to speak , 
out of turn. 

Mr. SYMINGTON. Does the Senator 
from Virginia know the name of the air- -
craft company which makes the B-52? 

Mr. ROBERTSON. No. 
Mr. SYMINGTON. It is the Boeing., 

Aircraft Co. Does the Senator know that . 
before a B-52 can leave the Boeing plant, -
and fly away, it must be taken by truck . 
or trailer across a main highway, U. S. 
Highway 99? _ 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I - have heard 
something to that effect, yes. 

Mr. SYMINGT.ON. Therefo.re, thou- · 
sands of persons have the opportunity to 
see every B-52 which is built. Does the 
Senator know that? 

Mr. ROBERTSON. I asume the Rus
sians know all the details about matters 
which Lhave heard in the greatest con
fidence, but which I myself cannot dis-
close. · · 

Mr. SYMINGTON. But the fact is, is 
it not, that every B-52 which .leaves the 
Boeing plant, before it reaches the ·field . 
from which it will .fly, must be escorted _ 
slowly, by a .trailer or tractor, across one 
of the main highways of the United 
States, on which highway there· are no · 
security restrictions of any kind what
soever? 

Mr. ROBERTSON. As the planes 
leave the factory, anyone can see them 
move across the ground. 

· Mr.SYMINGTON. I thank the Sen
a tor from Virginia. 

I disagree with the Senator from Mas- · 
sachusetts. There is a published figure · 
in excess of 500 as the number which we 
hope to obtain. There is no secret about 
that number. However, we do not have 
even a small percentage of that total, all the witnesses testified to that effect. Mr. ROBERTSON. That would be the 

· Mr. SYMINGTON. In 1952 it was easiest way to impound money. 
agreed, was it not, that we could not Mr. SYMINGTON. The record of un
afford to match Russia submarine for expended funds and the record of air
submar.ine? craft production are tied together. I ask 

· even if we include every plane being held 
up because of defects. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. That has not been the distinguished Senator from Virginia 
so completely agreed to, but it has been if he will tell us anything he can, of an 
tacitly unde·rstood. Of course, we haye unclassified nature, as to whether this 
made no effort to do so. administration is even approximating 

Mr. SYMINGTON. Inasmuch as Rus- its own schedule· of B-52 production. 
sia now has hundreds more submarines- Mr. ROBERTSON. I hope I am not · 
many more times the number than we disclosing any classified informa·tion, but 

I must say that we are not approaching 
have-regardless of the reasons for this even the administration's schedule on 
situation, the decision has been maqe; actual deliveries. 
has it not? . Mr. SALTONSTALL. Mr. President, 
·Mr.ROBERTSON. Indubitably. will th·e senator yield? 
Mr. SYMINGTON. Recently, the· De- Mr. ROBERTSON. I yield. 

partment of Defense, and I believe even Mr. SALTONSTALL. I would most 
higher authority, stated that the United respectfully say that that is not a strictly 
States could not afford to match the accurate statement. There has been a 
Communists_plane for olane~ d~fect in the plane wh_ich is no,w being 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Mr. President, I 
yield the floor. 

Mr. JACKSON obtained the floor. 
Mr. GOLDWATER. Mr. President, 

will the Sena tor yield? 
Mr. JACKSON. I yield. 
Mr. GOLDWATER. The Senator from 

Missouri was out of the Chamber when I 
had a colloquy with the Senator from 
Virginia. The junior Senator from Vir
ginia and I are not in complete accord 
on most of these matters. But what 
constantly frightens me in these annual 
discussions about airpower and the 
United States position in airpower is that 
our 'Air Force is referred to as a second
class or a second-rate air force. I main
tain, as a member of that Air Force, that 
that is no~ so. 
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I think this type ·of discussion Is very we should · build our whole - m1litary 
healthy, indeed, if it .aids to keep up the strategy. ,I blame that attitude partly · 
rate of production and to assure .ade- . on Congress, parti.y on the administra- -
quate personnel. But I do not like to tion, rand ·partly · on the old school tie, 
have the position taken on the floor, par- when we have a new school. 
ticularly by my distinguished friend from Mr. SYMINGTON. The junior Sena
Missouri [Mr. SYMINGTON], that the , tor from Missouri was authorized by the 
United States today has a second-rate chairman of the Committee on Armed 
air force. Services-to start an investigation of air 

I think· we can maintain or even in- power last February. Since that time, I · 
crease our rate of production. · believe it is correct to say I have not in · 

The Air Force is not engaged in a num- · any way referred to this question of . 
bers racket. However, in the Air Force money. Each year the question of air · 
we have a kind of numbers game with power becomes more secondary. to the . 
personnel. We simply are not attracting · question of money. For once, I hope we J 
young men to the Air Force; or, having · can get before the American people the 
obtained them, we are not keeping them. fact that an additional $1 billion or an · 
That, to me, is the problem. It is not a additional half billion dollars is not the · 
new problem; it was in existence when most important consideration, because if 
the distinguished Senator from Missouri the American people learn the truth with 
became head of the Air Force, and at the respect to United States air power as · 
end of World War II. Through Demo- against -that of -the -Soviet Union, the · 
cratic and Republican administrations question of money will automatically be · 
a1ike, it seems to me, we have failed to· taken care of. 
recognize that service in the Armed · Mr.GOLDWATER. · I could not agree · 
Forces today is a profession on an equaL with the Senator from Missouri more · 
basis with the profession of a lawyer or completely. In conclusion, I merely : 
doctor or merchant, and that the com- . wish to say I should not like to have the 
pensat1on . provided should be sufficient young_ men who are standing on alerts 
to make a career in the Armed Forces: at airstrips at the distant early warning . 
attractive: That question started· the lines, and I should not like to have bomb- , 
whole· argument. ing crews on 24-hour alerts, hear coming · 

Before I take my seat, I again say, Let from us the assertion · that we have a 
us not leave in the minds of the American . second-rate air force today. 
people tlie inference .that we do not have · Mr. SALTONSTALL. · Mr. President, · 
a good Air Force today. I think such an · will the Senator from Washington yield? : 
impression would hurt the morale of the · Mr. JACKSON. I yield to the Senator 
personnel of the Air. Force. · . · from Massachusetts. 

Mr. SYMINGTON. I enjoyed . the... · Mr. S.AUTONSTALL. I should like to . 
question asked by the distinguished Sen- add one statement to that which I made · 
ator from Arizona. But when he says I · to the · Senator from Missouri. I had · 
stated we had a second-rate Air Force, made certain notes, and I have had them -
he is putting words in my mouth. gone over for secur1ty reasons. I wanted 

Mr. GOLDWATER. I shall take them , to make certain I would not break secu
back out of the mouth of the Senator, but · rity regulations. In relation to the B-52, · 
such words are-coming out of the mouths ; we have one wing in service. Additional 
of other_Senators on this floor, and they . wings will be added in 1957. If the 1957 · 
should not be. . budget is ..carried out as drafted, we shall 
· Mr.- · SYMINGTON: -We have .-had have 500 B-52's.: Presumably there will 

sworn testimony from many com- ~ be new orders for B-52's in the 1958 · 
manders in the military service that if : budget, but the decision as to how many 
the present- policies of this administra- has not yet been made. - That · is the 
tion continue, we can only end up with . statement I have had gone over for secu
a. second-rate Air Force at some date in rity reasons. 
the not too distant future. Some day Mr. SYMINGTON. When will we 
current policies will have to be· changed, have 500 B-52's? 
or else we wil1 have a second-rate ,Air · Mr. SALTONSTALL, -By October-1958., 
Force. I refer my friend from Arizona . . Mr. CHAVEZ. I hope the Senator 
to the- sworn testimony of General Le- from Washington will yield to the chair- J 

May, General Partridge, and many man of the subcommittee. 
others, that unless we change the policies Mr. JACKSON. I am very happy to 
of this administration-which policies yield to the distinguished senior Senator 
are the reason for the debate this after- . from New Mexico. 
noon-we shall- have a second-rate Air · · Mr. CHAVEZ. I wish to call a state
Force. Then we shall add our second- ment made by . General LeMay to the 
rate Air Force to our quantitatively attention of the Senator from Arizona. 
second-rate Army, and to our second- Mr. GOLDWATER. To what page of 
rate underseas Navy. The policies of the hearings is the Senator referring? 
this administration are policies which Mr. CHAVEZ. Page 1222 of the hear- · 
are going to make us, very shortly, ings, last paragraph. General LeMay 
second rate in the air. The sworn testi- said: 
many before the subcommittee proves 
that statement. 

Mr. GOLDWATER. I hope we can 
keep this debate on a high level, that we 
can keep politics out of it, and that we . 
can stress to the American people the 
need for the expenditure of these funds. 
This is not a new problem. Our military 
leaders still do not recognize that the Air 
Force i.s the pivotal point around which 

If one takes the new estimates of projected 
Soviet capability at face value and measures 
them against our current programs only one 
conclusion can be drawn. The supremacy 
which we enjoy today is on the wane. By . 
1959 the Soviets wil~ have the superior .stra
tegic air force. I have yet to see our intel
ligent people overestimate his capability • . 
The new estimates demanded new studies of 
our force requirements. Our new studies 
conclude that no less than --B- 52's and 

B-47's supported by -- -· - jet ·tankers are 
required to meet the new Soviet threat in , 
1960. . 

. That is the justification for the recom
mendation of the committee that the Air 
Force be given the extra money. 

-Mr. GOLDWATER. Mr. President, 
will the Senator yield?- · 

Mr. JACKSON. I am very happy to 
yield to the Senator from Arizona. 
. Mr. GOLDWATER. I do not want to 

prolong this discussion, because I know 
the distinguished Senator from Wash- · 
ington is anxious to proceed with his re
marks, but I am in complete accord with . 
what the Senator from New Mexico has : 
said, and I am in complete accord with · 
the statement of General LeMay, as read 
by the Senator. Certainly, in the field of 
their economy, the Russians are showing 
1·apid strides. It is an amazing thing to · 
see tfie Communist nation slowly taking 
on capitalist methods, such as incentive 
pay, leasing of farms, and private owner- : 
ship, while we· in this country embrace 
more and more of the .Socialist economic .' 
ideas. . If that continues, then we might , 
have a second-rate Air Force in the : 
future: ' If this policy goes on' in this -
country for too long, we might become 
the grea:t .slave. nation and Russia might .' 
become the g·reat free republic of the · 
world. : . _ _-

I agree with the Senator and. with , 
General-Le¥ay that we must review our 
methods. 

My whole remarks have been dir~cted 
to the point that we should not :criti- : 
cize our Air Force as being second rate, · 
because today it is the best. I will go 
along with everything · the Senator has · 
said about the future. I will go along 
with. the suggestion that there should 
be a nonpartisan ·effort to appraise the· 
situation. · 
: Mr. CHAVEZ.' .. it should be an Ameri

can effort, and not a partisan effort. 
. Mr. SYMiNGTON. - Mr. President, will , 

the Senator· yield? · · · 
: Mr. JACKSON. I yield to the Senat-0r 

from Missouri. 
. Mr. SYMINGTON. _ The distinguished . 

Senator from Massachusetts has risen · 
on the floor of the Senate to announce, 
presumably with pleasure; that the pro
d_uction of B-52's will be some 500 by 
October 1958. 
· The · American . people .have the right 

-to know that that quantity is nothing as · 
compared to which the commanding gen
exal of the Strategic Air Force believes 
i& n_ecessary for the security of the United 
States. It is only a small fraction of . 
what he believes is the necessary quan
tity. In addition, the number of B-52's -
being delivered to the Air Force, regard
less of the reasons, is nothing like the 
p_lanned schedule for yesterday or today; · 
and tomorrow is always another story. 
· The distinguished Senator from Mas

sachusetts has now stated that the num
ber of planes for the Air Force, by Octo
ber 1958, ·wm be nothing as compared 
to what General .LeMay believes is es- · 
sential. 

Mr. SALTONSTALL. Mr. President, 
will·the Senator from Washington yield? 

Mr. JACKSON. I yteld. 
' Mr. SALTONSTALL. I am not re

sponsible for the last statement made 
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by the Senator from Missouri. I merely 
stated what the number of bombers· 
would be by that date. I did not say 
whether the commanding general said 
that number was adequate or inade-
quate. · -

Mr. SYMINGTON. Mr. President, 
will the Senator yield? 

Mr. JACKSON. I yield. 
Mr. SYMINGTON. I should like to . 

ask my good friend from Massachusetts 
why he states the figure as one he thinks · 
will solve· the problem, if the figure he 
has given out is small compared to what · 
General LeMay says is needed? In ad
dition, the number of B-52's we shall' 
have by October 1958, will be nothing · 
like the 500 the Senator has ref erred to, : 
if we can take as precedent the num
ber we have today as compared with 
what it was stated the Air Force would 
have last January. 

Mr. SALTONSTALL. I simply gave 
the number as a factual number. I did 
not give it as a bad or good or indifferent 
figure. I simply stated it out as the 
fact. 

Mr. SYMINGTON. If I may respect
fully say so, it is not a fact; it is the . 
opinion of the Department of Defense, 
not a fact. 

Mr. SALTONSTALL. That is abso
lutely correct. 

Mr. SYMINGTON. I would be happy 
if the distinguished Senator from Massa
chusetts would give the number of B-52's 
which have been delivered. It would 
solve a lot of our problems in this dis- · 
cussion. 

Mr. SALTONSTALL . . From the in
formation I have, that figure is a secu
rity figure which we cannot reveal, and 
I shall not reveal it. 

Mr. SYMINGTON. The distinguished. 
Senator knows that.every B-52 which is · 
-produced has to be taken by tractor 
across Highway No. 99. There are no 
security regulations in effect on that · 
highway. Thousands of people each day 
see each B-5-2 built. Is the reason the 
Senator from Massachusetts does not 
give the :figure because he is -proud of it, . 
or ashamed of it? 

Mr. SALTONSTALL. F!or neither rea-~ 
son. It is because on my notes there is. 
a red pencil mark through that line, in.- . 
asmuch as I have been!3.Sked, for secu
rity reasons, not to give out the infor
mation. 

Mr. SYMINGTON. On what note? 
. Mr. SALTONSTALL. On my personal 
notes. 

Mr. SYMINGTON. Not to give out 
what fig-ure for security reasons? 

Mr. SALTONSTALL. 'Toe figure of the
n.umber of planes being produced by the 
factory. . 

I know where the Boeing factory is, 
just as do the Senator from Missouri 
and the Senator from Washington. I · 
have been there. 

Mr. SYMINGTON. Why does the Sen
ator from Massa,chusetts think . it is: 
proper for the people of the State of 
Washingt;on to.know what is the produc-· 
tion of B-52's, but not proper, for the rest
of the country to know ·what is that 
production? 

Mr. SALTONSTALL. They may or 
may not know wtiat . the production ts. 
Ir Nher Senators wish to give out that 
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:figure, they may do· so; but I do not wish · 
to reveal the figure when the Department 
of Defense has asked me, for security 
reasons, not to do so. · 

Mr. SYMINGTON. Does the Senator 
from Massachusetts know there is no 
security whatever as regards the number 
of B-52's produced at the Boeing plant? 
If that is. correct, does the Senator from 
Massachusetts believe it is proper for the 
American people not to be informed? 

Mr. SALTONSTALL. Presumably the· 
factories : must continue to be located 
where they are at this time. 

I may say semifacetiously that a few 
days ago the Senator rrom Washington 
and I voted against the dispersal bill; but 
perhaps in this case there should be dis
persal, so the people could not know the 
number of planes coming from the 
plants. . 

Speaking seriously, I merely say that 
to the best of my ability I shall see to it 
that I do not state on this floor infor
mation which I have been advised should 
not, for securty reasons, be stated pub-. 
licly; and I am sure that the Senator 
from Missouri does not want such infor- . 
mation to be stated publicly either. 

Mr. SYMINGTON. Mr. President; 
will the Senator from Washington yield? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr .. 
NEUBERGER in the chair). Does the Sen- . 
ator from Washington yield to the Sen
ator from Missouri? 

Mr. JACKSON. I am happy to yield 
to the Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. SYMINGTON. Mr. President, the 
figure of 13 a month-which means 
nothing as against actual production-. 
and the figure of 17 a month-and the 
figure of ·20 a month-did not originate 
with me. Those figures are "planted" 
figures periodically coming from the De
partment of Defense, in effort to place· 
ih the minds of the American people the 
idea that 13, 17, or 20 B-52's would 
shortly be produced per month. Noth
ing could be further -from the truth. 
. Mr. JACKSON. Mr. President, for 8 

weeks the Special Air Force Subcommit
tee lias received testimony on the re
quirements of a modern air force. That 
testimony has centered on four major 
elements, which taken together, deter
mine air force effectiveness, namely. 
planes, personnel, bases, and research 
and development. 

I am happy to see that the Appropria-. 
tions Committee has pr.oposed additional 
funds for each of these four elements . 
The performance of our Air Force is pro
portional to the availability of modern . 
aircraft, manned by trained personnel. 
with properly dispersed and guarded , 
bases. backed up by adequate research. 
and development. 

I do not believe this is the occasion 
for lengthy remarks ori my part. My 
views are well known to the Senate. I 
wish to comment briefly on the recom
mended increase in: Air Force spending r 
. Mr. President, the funds we vote this 

week will not augment the air power we 
now have. Our strength of the moment 
results from decisions made several years 
ago. - What we are ·now deciding is the 
kind of Air Force we shall have 3 years 
hence. 
. Today. we have the best Air Force in 

the world. But, Mr. President,. unless 

we expand cunent programs, our stra
tegic striking power will soon be inferior 
to Russia's. bn June 11, General LeMay 
told the Appropriations Committee: 

The supremacy which we enjoy today ls 
on the wane. By 1959 the Soviets will have 
the superior strategic air force. 

This testimony· stands uncontradicted 
and . uncontested. Mr. President, it is' 
now in our hands to maintain our su-. 
premacy in air power or to lose it to the 
Soviet Union. · 

I am pleased to see that a major 
portion of the recommended increase 
would go for additional B-52 bombers. 

The argument has been made that 
the extra funds proposed in this bill 
cannot be spent this year. · T)lis argu-. 
ment is based on the premise that our 
productive plant cannot promptly absorb 
the increase. In my opinion, this con
tention is utterly unsound. The record 
is clear that our B-52 production can 
readily be doubled. The Boeing plant 
at Seattle is not operating any one of 
its three shifts at full capacity; and the 
s·ame situation prevails at its Wichita 
plant. With the step-up in goals that 
these additional funds will permit, pro
duction schedules can be adjusted rap
idly with a minimum effort. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator from Washington yield to 
me? . 

Mr. JACKSON. I am very happy to 
yield to the junior Senator from Massa-
chusetts. . . 

Mr. KENNEDY. Within the limits of 
security, I wonder whet~er the Senator 
from Washington can answer this ques
tion: If, under the present program, we 
are to have 500 B-52's in 1958, accord
ing to the figures submitted to the senior 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. SAL
TONSTALL] what additional number shall 
we have if we accept the $1,200,000,000 ' 
figure; and does the Senator from 
Washington know the basis of the state
ment about 500 B-52's, as made by the 
senior Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. SYMINGTON. Mr. President, if · 
the Senator from Washington will yield, 
I believe rcan answer that question. 
. Mr. JACKSON. I yield. 

Mr. SYMINGTON. In the figure of · 
$-1,160,000.000, referred .t.o by the senior 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. SAL- . 
TONSTALL] . there is $800 million for air
planes. That would be roughly equiva
lent to 100 B-52's. 

Mr. JACKSON. Yes;. I will say that 
one .B-52 costs approximately $8 million. 

Mr. SYMINGTON. With spares. 
· Mr. JACKSON. Does that figure in

clude spares? 
Mr. SYMINGTON. Yes. 
Mr. KENNEDY. So in one case, 100 

B-52's would be added, and in the other 
case, 50 B-52's would be added; is that 
correct? · 

Mr. SYMINGTON. In one case there 
would be $800 million, which would be 
equivalent to 100 B-52 planes. In the 
revision, that figure has been reduced 
from $800 million to $350 million. 

Mr. KENNEDY •. That represent 35 
B-52's, does it? 

Mr. SYMINGTON. That is correct. 
Mr. KENNEDY. The senior Senator 

from Massachus~tts [Mr. SALTON_5TALL] 
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said that in 1958 we would have 500 
B-52's. 

Mr. SYMINGTON. Tha_t will depend 
upon _the rate of production. Actually, 
in this bill, a certain amount of .money 
is included for more B-52's, o_n the basis 
of appropriating $1,600,000,000, if $800 
m1llion of that amount is for the pro .. 
curement of aircraft. 

When the planes would be obtained 
would depend upon the schedule. 

The number of B-52's which would be 
obtained with $800 million would total 
100. When we would obtain them would 
depend upon the rate of production. 

Mr. KENNEDY. I should like to ask 
one more question of the Senator from 
Washington. It has been suggested that 
next year the administration will re
quest more funds for the production or 
procurement of airplanes. Will there be 
any advantage in postponing the request 
for additional funds? Would there be 
such an advantage because of the pas .. 
sibility of the production of newer types 
or the possibility of advances which 
might be made between the present time 
and a year from now? 

Mr. JACKSON. I am glad the dis .. 
tinguished junior Senator from Massa
chusetts has asked that question. I shall 
discuss that matter in a moment, in con
nection with my prepared remarks. At 
this time let me say that we do not have 
a replacement for the B-52; that is the 
uncontested testimony of General Putt, 
if I am not mistaken. 
, Mr. KENNEDY. In other wo'rds, the 

question, then, is simply whether an ad
ditional number of B-52's of the same 
type will be available a year sooner than 
they would be if the money were made 
available next year? Is that correct? 

Mr. JACKSON. I cannot state the ex
act time; but the question is how rapidly 
are we going to obtain them. 

Mr. KENNEDY. But all other things 
being equal, the question is whether this 
year or next year we shall provide funds 
for additional planes of the same type; 
is that correct? 

Mr. JACKSON. Yes---
Mr. SALTONSTALL. Mr. President, 

will my colleague repeat his question? 
I had difficulty hearing him. 

Mr. KENNEDY. My question was this: 
If it is assumed that we would simply 
spend more money next year for air
craft-and Secretary Quarles has sug
gested that that would be the case
will such money, if spent next year, be 
spent for a later version of the B-52 or 
for the version now available? 

The Senator from Washington has 
said that the money spent next year 
would be spent for the same type of 
plane. Then I asked him whether it is a 
fact that we would receive the B-52's 
sooner if we spent the money this year, 
rather than next year; and he was about 
to answer that question. 

Mr. JACKSON. I shall go into that 
question in a moment. 

The usual argument made about not 
turning out too many planes of a certain 
type is that a new type is coming along, 
and we do not want to have a great 
number of obsolete aircraft on hand. 
However, in connection with the B-52, 
the point is that we do not have such a 
plane coming along, Until we get the 

IBM or the ICBM, this is the one means 
of delivering a retaliatory atomic attack 
by air from the United States or from the 
North American Continent. It is the 
only intercontinental means we have in 
the jet-propulsion field. We now have 
the B-36, but the B-36 cannot carry out 
its mission much longer, in view of the 
growing air defenses of the Soviet 
Union. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield for one further ques
tion, which he may or may not be able 
to answer? 

Mr: JACKSON. I yield. 
- Mr. KENNEDY. In view of the prob

lems in Iceland and other places, would 
it be possible for the United States to de
liver an atomic bomb from any of our 
bases overseas without prior consultation 
with the governments involved. 

Mr. JACKSON. I prefer not to go into 
that subject. I may say, in general, that 
there might be problems. It is not the 
most reliable means of defense, so far as 
we are concerned. 

Mr. SYMINGTON. Mr. President, 
will the Senator yield before he leaves 
the discussion of the B-52? 

Mr. JACKSON. I yield. 
Mr. SYMINGTON. I show the Sena

tor a picture of the B-52 plant, with 
which I am sure he is familiar. It shows 
a B-52 coming out of the Boeing plant, 
with thousands of people around it. It 
is a correct statement, is it not, that the . 
only way this B-52 can leave the plant 
is to cross United States Highway No. 99? 

Mr. JACKSON. That is correct. It 
must cross United States Highway No. 99, 
which runs through the city of Seattle. 

Mr. SYMINGTON. Calling the Sena
tor's attention to this picture, is the Sen
ator familiar with the site? 

Mr. JACKSON. The junior Senator 
from Washington has passed the plant 
many times. Everyone in the area 
knows the situation. Anyone traveling 
up and down United St~tes Highway No. 
99 is familiar with the situation. 

Mr. SYMINGTON. Therefore thou
sands of people on the highway and 
thousands of people in the plant, if they 
are interested in the number of B-52's 
being produced in this country-in which 
a pos.sible enemy would be exceedingly 
interested-could find it out without any 
difficulty whatsoever, could they not? 

Mr. JACKSON. I think we might 
clarify the subject. I believe that mem
bers of the Press Gallery are aware of the 
fact that General LeMay gave produc
tion figures, at least from the first of 
January, for each month up through 
April. Those figures were approved for 
1·elease by the Department of Defense 
censor, so I think there is no question 
about security at this point so far as the 
Department of Defense is concerned, in
asmuch as the Department approved 
the release of the production figures 
with respect to B-52's from January on. 
I would rather not disclose those figures 
now, because I do not have the published 
testimony before me. 

Mr. SYMINGTON. To the 'best of the 
Senator's knowledge these pictures are 
correct, are they not? 

Mr. JACKSON. There is no question 
about it. 

Mr. SYMINGTON. Therefore there 
is no problem of any kind from the 
standpoint of Soviet interest in knowing 
how many B-52's are produced in this 
country. . 

Mr. JACKSON. Apparently the De
partment of Defense came to that con
clusion when it released the production 
figures given by General LeMay in open 
session. 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. Mr. President, 
will the Senator yield? 

Mr. JACKSON. I am very happy to 
yield to the Senator from Wyoming. 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. I had not intend
ed to ask the Senator a question. I was 
listening with very great interest to the 
colloquy between the Senator from 
Washington and the Senator from Mis
souri. But since the opportunity is made 
available to me, let me ask the Senator 
a question which is also addressed to the 
Senator from Missouri. Has the Sena
tor received any explanation whatever, 
in any committee of which he is a 
member, or any suggestion as to what 
the United States shculd do witli respect 
t.o expanding its Air Force, now that 
the former editor of Pravda, who was 
promoted to take the place of Mr. Molo
tov as Foi·eign Minister, has just com
pleted a tour of Egypt, which resulted 
not only in an agreement with Soviet 
Russia to furnish Egypt with arms, but 
in a totalitarian erection in Egypt by 
which Colonel Nasser, now Premier, has 
been elected President, with no opposi
tion party being permitted to exist? 

In the face of this and other evidences 
of the activity of Soviet Russia, through 
the new regime; in the fact of 18 months 
conversations which a representative of 
our State Department has held in 
Geneva, without results, looking to the 
release of American citizens who are 
falsely and illegally held prisoner by 
Communist China, has the Senator · 
heard any suggestion emanating from 
the administration-or, should I say, 
the Department of Defense-as to what 
should be done in connection with the 
question of the preservation and ex
pansion o'f American airpower? 

How can we .be so utterly complacent 
about what we can do in the future, 
in the face of the news coming over the 
radio and television day after day about 
the growing acuteness of the situation 
in the Middle East, where Soviet Rus
sia is promo-ting a policy directly an
tagonistic to that which our State De
partment and the regents at the White 
House pretend they want the United 
States to follow? 

Mr. JACKSON. The Defense Depart
ment has a program. The Defense De
partment proposes to postpone the build
up of airpower. I should like to read 
into the RECORD at this point the tes
timony of the Secretary of the Air Force, 
Donald Quarles, before the Senate Ap
propriations Com~ittee on May 11, 1956: 

If we are to continue to support an Air 
Force program of this magnitude there is 
no escape from a substantially larger budget 
in fiscal year 1958 than the one we are sub
mitting this year. 

General Twining, Chief of Staff of the 
Air Force, before the Senate Appropria
tions Committee on the same day, said: 

The budget is really going up consider
ably next year-a greatly increased budget. 
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General Twining, on February 21, 

1956, before the Senate Armed Services 
Committee, said: 

The program I have outlined and the 
budget for fiscal year 1957 is austere. It 
meets only our most essential needs on a 
minimum basis. To keep this minimum 
program going and to reach and support 
137 wings will require an increased budget 
in 1958. On this basis, I urge support of 
this year's program. 

Charles E. Wilson, at a press confer
ence on December 20, 1955, said: 

Quite a few of the economies that we have 
been able to achieve are what are often re
ferred to as "one-shot savings." In other 
words, you can't do the same every year. 
We are about through that stage of it, just 
like we are about through being able to 
carry out the program from money pre
viously appropriated. We ·are getting closer 
to where the appropriations are going to 
J:iave to be subst antially in line with esti
mated expenditures so that we can keep the 
thing going. Maybe that will have to go 
up a little bit. 

Since he made that statement he had 
to concede, a week before we started 
the airpower investigation, · that he 
needed a quarter of a billion dollars more 
money. 

There is a program, but the program 
ls to postpone the procurement of the 
long-range intercontinental jet bombers, 
which remain the foundation of our 
atomic retaliatory air striking force. I 
do not believe we can afford to postpone 
a program so vital to the security of our 
country. 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. If the Senator will 
permit me to say a few words, with the 
understanding that he will not lose the 
floor, let me say that in 1951 and 1952 the 
United States Senate, by yea and nay 
votes of more than 70 to- 0, passed mili
tary appropriation bills which were de
signed to insure that the United States 
would possess the greatest airpower in 
the world. The purpose of the commit
tee which recommended those appro- · 
pdations, and the purpose of the Senate, 
which unanimously approved them, was 
to be certain that no power on earth 
should exceed the United States in air 
strength. Many of the Senators whose 
voices I have heard on the floor today 
def ending the cuts of the administration 
voted with the unanimous Senate at 
that time. The conclusion was clear. 
We wanted to be certain that no other 
nation on earth should exceed the United 
States in airpower. But in 1953 appro
priations were cut back. 

I wish to be fair. During Democratic 
administration, because of the same false 
reasoning, appropriations made by the 
Congress for building up airpower were 
cut back when they should not have beep 
cut back. The same error was made 
then that is being made now. But in 
those days there was no question that 
American airpower was the greatest in 
the world. Now we know that that is 
not the caf:e. The Chief of the Air Force, 
General Twining, has been permitted 
to go to Moscow to witness the air show 
put on by the Soviet Union. 
· No one in his right mind thinks that 

General Twining will secure from Mr. 
Khrushchev, and the other men who now 
hold power in Soviet Russia, any ;mgg_es
tion of disarmament. The object of the 

air show is to intimidate the United 
States. . 

Mr. JACKSON. And its allies. 
Mr. O'MAHONEY. The object of the 

air show is to ·show Egypt. the Middle 
East, and Asia that Soviet Russia has the 
airpower which will dominate the world. 
I · wonder how much effect this demon
stration has had upon the recent de
cisions of the commanders of the NATO 
forces in Europe to resign, and I wonder, 
of course, why General Gruenther has 
resigned as the chief of all the military 
forces of NATO. When we see these 
things with our very eyes and hear these 
reports with our own ears, how is it pos
sible that Members of the Senate, in this 
presidential election year of 1956, should 
give more attention to pleas of postpone
ment and plans for balancing the budget 
than to the protection of the United 
States? 

Mr. JACKSON. Would the Senator 
agree that the invitation which we and 
our allies received is part of a Soviet 
attempt to demonstrate to our allies and 
to our friends around the world, and to 
neutral nations, that the industrial su
premacy of the United States may be 
shifting toward the Soviet Union? 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. That is correct, of 
course. The.y are seeking to intimidate 
the free peoples of the world and to show 
them that they need depend no longer 
upon the United States. I hope the Sen
ate itself and the entire Congress will 
refuse to follow the pusillanimous doc
trine suggested by the Department of 
Defense. My concern about it is that 
within a year we shall be defending our 
shores in a hot war, not a cold war. 

Mr. JACKSON. Is it not a fact that 
in the long history of airpower we have 
never found ourselves in a position where 
we had too many planes at any one time? 
. Mr. O'MAHONEY. That is correct. 
Mr. JACKSON. Unless it was at the . 

conclusion ·or hostilities, at the end of 
World War II. We then made the mis
take of disarming, when we should have 
continued to maintain our Air Force. 
· Mr. O'MAHONEY. I remember very 

well when, as an excuse for our failure 
to ratify the treaty of the League of Na
tions, the Republican leaders upon this 
floor, with the aid of some Democrats, 
fought against it, and then the Harding 
administration, in order to demonstrate 
that it was for peace, agreed to sink the 
American Navy. And it was sunk. In
stead of having the second largest Navy 
in the world, we ended up with a Navy 
smaller than even that of . Japan. We 
paid the price for that at Pearl Harbor. 
It is beyond my understanding how any 
Member of Congress, no matter what his 
party, should continue to fight against 
a guaranty that the United States of 
America shall remain before the whole 
world as the greatest power in the air. 
To be the greatest power in the air, we 
must have not only planes, but guided 
missiles and long-range bombers. We 
Jmow that representatives of Soviet Rus
sia in this country are even now seeking 
to return to Russia certain Russian citi- . 
zens who sought to escape communism 
by coming to the United States. . Spokes
men in the Russian Embassy in .Wash
ington have tried to intimidate and .have 
succeeded in intimidating some and 

sending them back to Russia, and Mem
bers of the Senate, in the face of such 
facts, say, "Oh, we can let it go until next 
year or the year after that." 

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. President, I wish 
to compliment the distinguished Sena
tor from Wyoming for having made a 
very excellent statement. He served as 
chairman of the Subcommittee on Armed 
Services of the Senate Appropriations 
Committee for many years. 

He speaks from great personal knowl
edge, and he knows the dangers inherent 
in any kind of penny-pinching program 
when we deal with this all-important -
area of national security. I compliment 
the Senator for a very excellent contri
bution. 

Mr. President, it is argued further that, 
being preoccupied with the production 
rates of B-.52's, we have ignored the ef
fectiveness of the medium range B-47 
bomber operating from overseas bases. 
The capabilities of the B-47 are not in 
question. But the B-47, without overseas 
bases, cannot substitute for the B-52. 
And the truth is that our overseas base& 
are becoming less and less reliable to sup
port our air-atomic power. From Iceland 
to Okinawa, key strategic bases are now 
under political attack. 

For example, in Iceland, we are dan
gerously close to being evicted. North 
Africa is in tumult: Five United States 
airbases in Morocco have been in doubt
ful status since Morocco won her sov
ereignty, The airbase in Libya is under 
strong anti-Western pressures. Key 
bases are now up for renewal in the agi
tated Middle East. 

Of course, we hope that we will not 
be denied the use of these important 
overseas bases. However, we and our 
B-47's could be excluded from these bases 
overnight, and we could not, overnight, 
get the intercontinental planes to op
erate without them. 

Another unsound argument is being . 
made. We are told that it is foolish to 
spend more money for B-52's, because 
the B-52 will soon be replaced by a new 
and better plane. But, Mr. President, . 
the fact is that no replacement is in 
sight. 

At a hearing of the Special Air Force 
Subcommittee on May 17, General Putt 
was asked:. 
. What are you doing· for a replacement for 

the B-52? 

In released testimony General Putt re
plied: 

We have only some research and develop
ment -projects at this time.-

When asked: 
. The B-58 is not to be a replacement for 

the B-52, is it? 

General Putt answered: 
No. 

According to the sworn testimony of 
General LeMay, even when we get the 
ICBM and related missiles in quantity, 
the long-range manned bomber will be 
in the pictlll'e for a long time. The 
IRBM and ICBM, when available in op
erat ional numbers, will first supplement, 
and later partially replace, our manned 
bomber force. But until .we have these 
ballistic missiles in quantity, we have 
to rely almost wholly on the B-52. 
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There is no planned successor to the 
B-52. 

No weapon is obsolete· so long as it 
serves as a deterrent. Nothing we have 
in sight will make the B-52 obsolete; 

The Soviets may make the B-52 ob
solete, in the sense that it becomes out
of-date relative to their weapons. That 
would be the situation if Moscow either 
develops the IRBM or the ICBM in 
quantity or if it produces before we do a 
more advanced long-range bomber than 
the B-52 . . 

Mr. SYMINGTON. Mr. President, 
will the Senator yield? 

Mr. JACKSON. I am very happy to 
yield. 

Mr. SYMINGTON. I noticed the Sen
ator's remarks about the B-52. Many 
times the failure to obtain B-52's is ex
plained away by emphasis on B-47 pro
duction. The latter is the one class of 
airplane, namely, the medium bomber, 
in which the Russians are not up to free 
world production. 

I observe a headline in this afternoon's 
newspaper, which reads: "Oust United 
States Parties, Win Iceland Vote." 

Will not this base development, if it 
continues throughout the world, much 
reduce the importance of the B-47 to 
our national security? 

Mr. JACKSON. The Senator is abso
lutely correct. The foundation of our 
air atomic retaliatory striking power to
day, until we have enough B-52's, is our · 
reliance upon the B-47; and the capabil- · 
ity of the B-47 to perform that mission 
is dependent upon bases overseas. 

Mr. SYMINGTON. And on refueling, · 
Mr. JACKSON. That is correct. If 

we lose our bases overseas the B-47 will · 
not be able to carry out its mission, be
cause we do not have the tankers neces
sary to permit refueling of B-47's. 
. Mr. SYMINGTON. I am very glad the 

Senator has raised the tanker situation, 
normally overshadowed by B-52 discus
sion. Is it not true that we are at least 
as short in the number of tankers neces
sary for B-47 operation as we are in 
B-52's? 
· Mr. JACKSON. According to the 

public testimony, we are f Urther behind 
on the tankers than we are on bombers 
at this time. 

Mr. SYMINGTON. If we lose over
seas bases-and it would seem, according 
to the newspaper this afternoon, we may · 
lose the jmportant base in Iceland, then 
the B-47, in order to be an interconti- · 
JlentaJ bomber must have tankers; and · 
we do not have. sufficient numbers. Is 
that correct? 

Mr. JACKSON. The Senator has 
stated the situation correctly, as I under
stand it. 

<At this point Mr. JACKSON yielded to 
Mr. JOHNSON of Texas, who submit
ted a proposed unanimous-consent 
agreement, which, with the ensuing col
loquy, was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD at the conclusion of Mr. JAcK
soN's speech.) 

Mr. JACKSON. But Mr. President, if 
the Kremlin does achieve this sort of 
success, then we are going to need all 
the more B-52's. Under these conditions 
the larger our fleet of B-52's, the ·better 
off we will be-the more B-52's we had 

_ on hand, the greater would be our chance 

still to deter Moscow, or if deterrence 
fails, to retaliate with some effectiveness. 

It should be clear that there is no rea
son for holding back on production of 
more B-52's on grounds that there is a 
better plane on the horizon. 

There is nothing new about the argu
ments against a step-up in spending for 
the B-52. The Pentagon politicians 
have made the same arguments ever 
since some of us advocated a B-52 speed
up over a year ago. 

However, the Pentagon politicians 
have reversed themselves twice. Back 
in May 1955, even after the Moscow fly
by, Secretary Wilson told a press con
ference he thought no more B-52 funds 
were needed. But in June, less than a 
month later, he asked for about one 
quarter billion more for B-52's. 
. In March of this year Secretary Wil

son told another press conference he 
thought no new funds for B-52's were 
needed. But in April he changed his 
tune again and asked for about one 
quarter billion more. 

This · is why I cannot be surprised at 
the attitude of Secretary Wilson toward 
the increase recommended by the ·Appro
priations Committee. · It fits the pattern 
of error which has marked his approach 
to our military requirements. 

I am glad that both the committee 
amendment and the substitute of the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
:8RIDGES] provide added money for Air 
Force research and development. 

This country has already surrendered 
the lead to Moscow in quantity of air
power. It is the unanimous verdict of 
professional military men that the Rus
sians are now closing the gap in quality. 
In the words of General Twining: "The 
Soviets are narrowing our margin of su
periority. They have long since passed 
us i,n quantity and they are making re- · 
markable strides in quality." 

The Kremlin achieves this result in 
part because it concentrates talent and 
money on research and development. 
Russian leaders know the best route to 
the most powerful air force in the world. 

And what has been our policy? We 
have imposed a fixed dollar ceiling on 
Air Force research and development. 
Projects have been deferred for lack of 
funds. Urgent work has been stretched 
out. Breakthroughs have been dropped 
that should have been followed up. 
. Before our special Air Force Subcom

mittee on May 17, General Putt listed 
11 research and development items 
which have suffered from inadequate 
f ~mds. His testimony has been released, 
and here, in brief, are the 11 items: 

First. Work on a nuclear propulsion 
system for aircraft has been slowed. 

Second. Initiation of a new tactical 
bomber, and work on strategic bombers, 
has been delayed. 

Third. Vitally important work in the 
field of reliable electronics has been de
f erred, with serious implications for B-52 
performance and for jamming and coun
terelectronic measures. 
. Fourth. Work, almost across the 
board, in the field of missiles could have 
progressed faster with more funds. 
· Fifth. Projects in research aircraft 

which would make aerodynamic explo
ration have been held up. , 

Si?{th. The earth satellite program has 
been retarded because of too little money. 

Seventh. Funds are deficient for radar 
development to improve our air-defense 
system, particularly against long-range 
ballistic missiles. 

Eighth. Good prospects in the field of 
propulsion will go unexplored, unless 
more funds are forthcoming, 

Ninth. Important technical studies 
that would influence future programs 
have been brought almost to a standstill. 

Tenth.· Funds for producing _ proto
types of aircraft are so limited that only 
one prototype is produc.ed for each type 
of aircraft requir.ed. General Putt point
ed out that the intelligent thing to do 
is to produce more than one prototype, 
so that in case one prototype fails less 
time is lost. ' 

Eleventh. Research in high-energy 
fuels shows great promise of substan
tially. increasing , the range of existing 
aircraft, but this research is hampered 
by insufficient resources. 

This recital by General Putt is most 
disturbing. Unless we give greater em
phasis and more money to our research 
and development effort, we are bound to 
lose the critical races for the discovery of 
advanced weapons. And in the nuclear 
age, Mr. President, even · minor inven
tions in nuclear weapons can spell the 
difference between def eat and survival. 

Mr. Presi_dent, our defense program · 
could make good use of more money than 
it will get this year. It is the testimony 
of the administration itself that the 
defense budget will be substantially in
creased in 1958. Even Secretary Wilson 
~aid so. On May 11, General Twining 
mformed the Senate Appropriations 
Commit tee, " the budget is really going 
up considerably next year-a greatly in
creased budget." 

It is hard to see how anyone can fail 
to vote for the additional funds recom
mended by the Appropriations Commit
tee, as a step in the right direction. 
· General LeMay told the Appropria

tions Committee this month that with 
pr~grams_ now in effect "by 1958-59, 
somewhere in there, the Russians will 
have as many bombers as we have" and 
they will have "twice as many ~f the 
heavy bombers as we have.'' 
· General LeMay has asked for an addi

tional $3.8 billion to expand current pro
grams. As it stands, the increase recom
mended by the Appropriations Commit
tee is only about one-third of what Gen
eral LeMay . believes we need. 

If any Sena tor -is reconciled to the 
United States having the second best Air 
Force in the world, then I suggest that 
he vote against the committee's propo
sal. But if the Senate wants the United 
States to continue to have the best Air 
Force, then I urge that we support the 
committee's recommendation. 

Mr. President, I recently attempted to 
summarize my thinking on American de
fense policy hi an article published in 
the New York Times magazine section of 
May 20, 1956, entitled "Toward a Supe
rior 'Force in Being.' " 

I ask unanimous consent that the ar
ticle be printed at this point in the REC
ORD. 
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There being no objection, the article 

was ordered to be printed in the RECORD# 
as follows: 

TOWARD A SUPERIOR "FORCE IN BEING'• 

(By HENRY M. JACKSON) 
WASHINGTON.-For the second year in a 

row,' the 84th Congress is challenging a de
fense budget approved and submitted by the 
first five-star general ever to reach the White 
House. While the budget has been ques
tioned primarily by Democrats, the ironic 
nature of the debate is compounded by the 
unusual reluctance of their Republican col
leagues to come to the President's defense. 

In the public view, the . defense contro
versy appears to rest largely on questions of 
dollars and cents. It is certainly true that 
budgetary issues play a central role. In a 
wider sense, however, the debate concerns 
the basic form that our Defense Establish
ment shall take in a period which does not 
find us at war, and certainly does not find 
us at peace as we once knew it. 

In essence, the question is whether we can 
be content to rely on our defense potential, 
or whether we must resolve to acquire the 
''force in being" adequate to protect our 
security. "Force in being," as I understand 
the phrase, describes the actual military 
strength available to us for immediate use
as opposed to the latent resources on which 
we can draw tomorrow, the next day, or 
sometime in the future. 

Of the several factOTs which combine to 
produce this debate, two are of special im
portance. The first is a growing awareness, 
in Congress and elsewhere, of the threaten
ing achievements of the Soviets in the de
velopment and production of new weapons. 
In light of recent history, Khrushchev's 
latest forecast of Russian progress in the mis
sile field cannot be discounted. The record 
is clear that similar Soviet predictions on the 
A-bomb and H-bomb were promptly con
firmed in fact. Disturbing knowledge of 
Russian accomplishments ,led some of us in 
Congress to demand, many months ago, that 
our air-atomic program (including missiles) 
be drastically revised. 

It is apparent now that this same knowl
edge has created some uneasiness in the 
executive branch. Just 3 months after sub
mitting his original budget, the President 
last month asked Congress for an extra half
billion dollars in defense funds-almost half 
of which is slated for additional production 
of B-52 bombers. It is likely that further 
increases in defense spending will result from 
the current study of the Air Force by a 
special Senate Armed Services subcommittee. 

The second factor affecting the budget 
controversy is the realization-as yet dim in 
some quarters-that a workday, routine ap
proach to matters of defense simply does not 
fit the strategic patterns _of the hydrogen 
era. 

The fact is that we will never again in total 
war be permitted to mobilize armed strength 
as we did after December 7, 1941. The pre
cious gifts of time and space, which once per
mitted the construction of a vast military 
machine after hostilities had begun, are 
gone forever. 

In 1941, space was our shield-protecting 
us from the direct onslaught of the Axis 
Powers. Until the war's end, despite the 
conquest of Europe and Southeast Asia by 
our enemies, the continental United States 
lay untouched. Time was on our side too. 
The dogged stand of our allies, notably in 
Europe, gave us precious months to harness 
our industrial machine to the manufacture 
of tanks, guns, and planes. 

In terms of security, what do space and 
time hold for us today? Can we _once again 
afford to lose every battle but the last? It 
is not inconceivable, in my opinion, that 
today if we lose the first battle, we may 
lose the war. Our buffers of the past ha_ve 
disappeared. 

Time is gone because the United States 
is now one of the two great military powers 
of the world. If total war should break out, 
our involvement would be ·instantaneous. 
As a practical matter, the speed with whic}l 
we entered such a war would be a critical 
factor in determining our success. For · we 
now confront a power which possesses, like 
ourselves, potent nuclear weapons and the 
means to deliver them. A frontal assault 
on the United States could inflict a measure 
of destruction in hours which the weapons 
of World War II could achieve only in years. 

Space as an advantage in security plan
ning has been eliminated by .air-atomic 

· weapons, present and planned, which vir
tually equate the distance between Moscow 
and New York with the distance between 
Moscow and London. 

No longer have we the leeway to develop 
new weapons in the environment of war. If, 
for example, the United States and Russia 
both achieve and produce the interconti
nental ballistic missile, but Russia alone de
velops a counterweapon of defense, our secu
rity would be in mortal jeopardy. As Dr. 
John van Neuman, distinguished recipient 
of · the Enrico Fermi scientific award, has 
said, "Today there is every reason to fear that 
even minor inventions and feints in the field 
of nuclear weapons can be decisive in less 
time than would be required to devise spe
cific countermeasures." 

In my opinion, the increasing awareness o! 
this wholly new set of strategic considera
tions lies wholly at the heart of the present 
defense controversy. The United States now 
requires what is for her a revolutionary de
fense philosophy, and is going through the 
growing pains of getting it. In essence, such 
a philosophy is based on the principle that 
the United Stat.es must have on hand, ready 
for use, the weapons and delivery systems es
sential to ultimate survival in an all-out war. 
It follows that we must discover, develop, and 
produce in peacetime the crucial weapons 
which, if first obtained by a hostile power, 
could turn the military balance of power 
against us. And we must keep on producing 
them. As one becomes obsolescent, its re
placement must be ready. 

"Force in being" is a cold, military phrase, 
but no three words could more aptly sum
marize the demands of the new defense phi
losophy. Ideas in men's minds, plans on 
drawing boards, weapons in process on as
sembly lines, will not contribute to our mili
tary might if we are once again cursed with 
total war. -Money spent next year for planes 
to fly 3 years hence will not help us much if 
such a war should come tomorrow. 

Nor is it safe or realistic to assume that 
such a war cannot come. I do not know of 
any expert on Soviet Russia who is willing to 
state that recent changes in Russian policy 
mean an abandonment of the basic aim of 
communism-ultimate world domination. 
Soviet leaders stand ready to use every weap
on at their command, military, political, or 
economic, to achieve this goal. Our hope 
that Russia will shun nuclear war now rests 
on the "balance of terror." Fear of crushing 
reprisal continues to deter the Soviets from 
sudden attack. 

But if at any time the margin between 
their force in being and ours is sufficient to 
justify the plunge; if the gains ever seemed 
worth the costs, we cannot count on them to 
resist the temptation. Moreover, smaller na
tions, steered by reckless leaders, could quite 
possibly involve both Russia and the United 
States against the better judgment of both. 

The force in being concept has radical im
plications for our entire defense setup. They 
concern manpower problems, facilities, and 
weapons production in each of the three serv
ices. With particular reference to missiles 
and air-atomic strength, a number of these 
factors are receiving special emphasis in the 
current defense debate. 

Our most advanced weapons must at all 
times be ahead of or e<;1,ua1 to those in Rus-

sian hands. Because the long-range B-52 
bomber is today our most advanced means of 
deterring or damaging the enemy, the size 
of our B-52 fleet is now a central issue. (The 
Russians at present far outproduce us with 
their comparable "Bison" bomber.) Also in
volved in the debate is the effectiveness of 
present efforts to develop and produce a 
radically advanced type of long-range 
bomber to supplant tp.e B-52. Because bal
listic missiles are likely soon to suppl_ement-
and later partially replace-our manned 
bomber force, the momentum with which 
the ballistic missile program is progressing 
is also a controversial question. 

To maintain superiority in advanced 
weapons, stress must be placed on research 
and development work throughout our Mili
tary Establishment. Only through broad 
research effort, both basic and applied, can 
we win the critical race for the discovery and 
development of advanced weapons systems~ 
The adequacy of our "R and D" work is thus 
also a major point at issue. 

The problem in the research and develop
ment field is one of emphasis as well as 
money. It is certainly true that appropria
tions for this work must be geared to the 
expanding requirements of technological 
progress. The more complex the scientific 
problem, the more costly its solution. At 
the same time, liowever, the success of our 
research and development work also depends 
on the energy with which this effort is 
pushed in certain critical areas. 

There comes a time when some unex
pected discovery of the highest importance 
results in a scientific "breakthrough"--apen
ing new vistas and inviting broad exploration 
into untouched fields of knowledge. To rec
ognize and exploit vital "breakthroughs," 
with heavy applications of men and money, 
requires the finest organizational teamwork 
and the highest administrative skill. 

The concept of superior "force in being" 
calls, in addition, for production techniques 
which match the effectiveness of our scien
tific effort. Once our scientists have devised 
an important, perhaps crucial, weapon, we 
cannot hesitate to produce it in such num
bers as to create a genuine deterrent. The 
United States has always prided itself on its 
ability to move new concepts from the draw, 
ing boards to mass production in record time. 
In 20th-century jargon, this period from 
blueprint to completed product is known as 
"lead time." By halving our lead time on 
the production of heavy jet bombers, the 
Russians tossed another issue into the de
fense debate. 

We will never be able to maintain a su
perior "force in being" as long as dynamic 
weapons are stalled on production lines by 
overcautious and archaic administrative 
methods. Discussing our production fail
ures, Admiral Rickover points out that the 
"money we try to save by checking and 
coun terchecking, by being too careful not 
to make mistakes, is frequently offset by the 
lengthening of our lead time." In the long 
run, such economy can be both false and 
fatal, for the margin by which we lead the 
Russians in placing advanced weapons in 
mass production may also be our margin 
of survival. 

This thesis is slowly gaining recognition. 
The Air F'orce, for example, recently an
nounced a new method of selecting con
tractors which, while safeguarding the com
petitive principle, succeeded in reducing by 
many months the period from development 
directive to signed contract. The impor
tance of dedicated administrators who thrive 
on cutting redtape cannot be over
emphasized. 

The demands of the new philosophy of de
fense presents a formidable challenge for a. 
free society. The vigorous national effort 
required to achieve a. superior force in being 
has never been asked of our people in peace
time. 
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The Soviet military buildup has pro

ceeded unhampered by the obligations of a 
democratic government. While we devote 
our productive capacity to supporting a high 
standard of living for all our people, the 
Russian masses have to take what they can 
get-after the priorities of military produc
tion have been met. 

Nor does the Kremlin face the necessity 
of competing ·with private industry for tech
nical and scientific skills. It does not go to 
any Congress for funds to support a weapons 
program. For a totalitarian state, building 
a war machine in time of peace is accepted 
practice. On a scale that was minute com
pared to the Soviets today, Hitler, too, cre
ated a great aggressive force in peacetime. 

But militarism of any sort runs counter to 
basic democratic beliefs. Short of war
when the issue of self-preservation is drama
tized-the American people are not readily 
persuaded to marshal their talents and re
sources for a full-scale military effort. 

Yet the wide implications of our changed 
strategic position cannot safely be ignored. 
I am convinced that our people will gladly 
make whatever sacrifices are required once 
they become aware of the problem which 
confronts us. But the general support and 
understanding which is vital to the success 
of a new defense program can be created only 
through frank reporting to the people by 
their elected and appointed officials. 

Even Congress itself cannot discharge its 
duties unless it hears the best available pro
fessional opinion. Senators and Representa
tives need to know not only the opinions on 
defense that are accepted and embodied i~ 
a Presidential budget; they must also have 
those views which are rejected, know why 
they were rejected or why a compromise was 
reached. Congress cannot judge the wisdom 
on proposed programs unless it hears the 
conflicting viewpoints they claim to resolve. 
Our professional military leadership, in other 
words, should be permitted to speak its mind 
to properly constituted committees of Con
gress-free from restraints and fear of re
crimination. 

Likewise, the people themselves must learn 
the main alternatives of defense planning. 
They cannot be deeply persuaded of the 
necessity for a great effort if they do not de
bate the possibilities and decide for them
selves. 

In the past few months much progress has 
been made toward a freer discussion of our 
defense posture relative to that of the Soviet 
Union. Some officials have shown com
mendable courage in speaking their minds 
on current shortcomings. Many people, once 
reluctant to speak frankly, are now speaking 
out-and with authority. The current Air 
Force study is sharpening important issues. 
The public press, radio, and television are 
dramatizing many of our problems. 

Once our citizens are given an honest ap
praisal of the requirements, I believe we will 
develop a defense program that we can live 
with-and by. 

Mr. SYMINGTON. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. JACKSON. I yield. 
Mr. SYMINGTON. Mr. President, the 

senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
SALTONSTALL] said there were some 
:figures on B-52 production which he 
would like to give, but did not feel he 
could do so. Last April, before the Sub
committee on the Air Force of the Com
mittee on Armed Services, General Le
May, in testimony now released by the 
Department of Defense, in reply to ques
tioning by our very able counsel, Mr. 
Fowler Hamilton, made the following 
statements with respect to B-52 produc
tion: 

Mr. HAMILTON. How many B- 52's were pro
duced up to January 1, 1956?_ 

General LEMAY. We consider B-52's have 
completed production when they have com
pleted shop assembly. Up to January 1, 1956, 
57 B-52's had completed shop assembly. 

Mr. HAMILTON. How many were accepted 
by the Air Force? · 

General LEMAY. Forty-one. 
Mr. HAMILTON. How many were produced 

in February 1956? 
General LEMAY. Six had completed shop 

assembly. 
Mr. HAMILTON. How many were accepted 

by the Air Force? 
General LEMAY. Two. 
Mr. HAMILTON. How many were produced 

in March 1956? 
General LEMAY. Six. 
Mr. HAMILTON. How many were accepted 

by the Air Force? 
General LEMAY. None. 
Mr. HAMILTON. How many were produced 

ln April? 
General LEMAY. Five. 
Mr. HAMILTON. How many were accepted 

by the Air Force? 
General LEMAY. None. Most of the B-52's 

produced and not accepted in February, 
March, and April have not been accepted 
because of a component failure for which 
we now have a solution . . 

Mr. HAMILTON. Is it not true that every 
time a B-52 replaces either a B-36 or a B-47 
it makes for a more effective strategic air 
force? 

General LEMAY. Yes. 

Mr. JACKSON. Mr. President, if the 
Senator from Missouri will permit a com
ment, the junior Senator from Washing
ton would like to say that he understands 
that if planes are not accepted, the Air 
Force does not have to pay for them. 
Is that correct? 

Mr. SYMINGTON. That is correct. 
Mr. JACKSON. Mr. President, I yield 

the floor. 
During the delivery of Mr. JACKSON'S 

speech, 
Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi

dent, I ask unanimous consent that the 
Senator from Washington may yield ·to 
me, so that I may suggest the absence 
of a quorum, and then propose a unani
mous-consent request on behalf of the 
distinguished minority leader and my
self. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. I suggest 
the absence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to call 
the roll. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi
dent, I ask unanimous consent that the 
order for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi
dent, I submit a proposed unanimous
consent request, and ask that it be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
proposed unanimous-consent agreement 
will be read for the information of the 
Senate. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
UNANIMOUS-CONSENT AGREEMENT . 

Ordered, That, effective on Tuesday, June 
26, 1956, at the hour of 1: 30 p. m., during 
the further consideration of the bill H. R. 
10986, the Department of Defense Appropria
tion Act, 1957, debate on any amendment, 
motion, or appeal, except a motion to lay on 
the table, shall be limited to 1½ hours, to 
be equally divided and controlled by the 
mover of any such amendment or motion 

and the majority leader: Provided, That , in 
the event the majority leader is in favor of 
any such- amendment or motion, the time 
in opposition thereto shall be c0ntrolled by 
the minority leader or some Senator desig
nated by him: Provided further, That no 
amendment that is not germane to the pro
visions of the said bill shall be received. 

Ordered further, That on the question of 
the final passage of the said bill debate shall 
be limited to 3 hours, to be equally divided 
and controlled, respecti.vely, by the majority 
and minority leaders: Provided, That the 
said leaders, or either of them, may, from 
the time under their control of the passage 
of the said bill, allot additional time to any 
Senator during the consideration of any 
amendment, motion, or appeal. (June 25, 
1956.) 

Mr. BRIDGES. Mr. President, will the 
Sena tor yield? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. I yield. 
Mr. BRIDGES. May I ask the dis

tinguished majority leader if the latter 
provision means that the extra time to 
be allotted would come from the time on 
the bill? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. The Senator 
is correct. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. But there is no par
ticular amount of time allotted on the 
bill itself, is there? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Yes; each 
side is allotted 1 ½ hours on the bill. 

Mr. LEHMAN. Mr. President, I do 
not intend to object, but am I to under
stand that the Senate will remain in 
session as late as necessary this evening? 
I have a matter which I wish to discuss. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. As I told the 
distinguished Senator from New Yori{ 
earlier today, that will be done. The 
Senator certainly will be protected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the proposed unanimous
consent agreement? The Chair hears 
none, and the agreement is entered, 

ORDER FOR ADJOURNMENT UNTIL 
NOON TOMORROW 

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi
dent, I ask unanimous consent that when 
the Senate concludes its business today, 
it stand in adjournment until 12 o'clock 
noon tomorrow. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
SPARKMAN in the chair). Without ob
jection, it is so ordered. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 
A message from the House of Repre

sentatives, by Mr. Maurer, its reading 
clerk, announced that the House had 
passed, without amendment, the follow
ing bills of the Senate: 

S . 3295. An act to amend the act of ·April 
28, 1953, relating to daylight-saving time in 
the District of Columbia; and 

S. 3663. An act to exempt from taxation 
certain property of the Columbia Historical 

· Society in the District of Columbia. 

The message also announced that the 
House had agreed to the amendments of 
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 3693) to 
amend title IX of the District of Colum
_bia Revenue Act of 1937, as amended. 

The message further announced that 
the House had agreed to the amendment 
of the Senate to each of the following 
bills of the House: 

H. R . 7227. An act to amend further the 
Federal Property and Administrative Serv-
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ices Act of 1949, as amended, to a~thorlze the . more effective control of narcotic drugs 
disposal of surplus property for civil-defense - and marihuana and for other purposes. 
purposes, to provide that certain Federal sur- ' ' 
plus property be disposed of to state and agreed to the co_nf eren~e asked by the 
local civil defense organizations which are Senate on the d1sagreemg votes of the 
established by or pursuant to State law, and two Houses thereon, and that Mr. 
for other purposes; and COOPER, Mr. MILLS, Mr. BOGGS, Mr. 

H. R. 8634. An act to authorize the convey- BYRNES of Wisconsin, and Mr. SADLAK 
ance of a certain tract of land in North Caro- were appointed managers on the part of 
lina to the city of Charlotte, N. c. the House at the conference. 

The message also announced that the The message also announced that the 
House had disagreed to the amendments House had agreed to a concurrent reso
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 6243) lution (H. Con. Res. ::!56) correcting the 
authorizing the construction of a nu- enrollment of H. R. 6782, in which it 
clear-Powered merchant ship to promote requested the concurrence of the Senate. 
the peacetime application of atomic 
energy, and for other purposes; asked a 
conference with the Senate on the dis
agreeing votes of the two Houses there
on, and that Mr. BONNER, Mr. ROBESON of 
Virginia, Mr. TUMULTY, Mr. TOLLEFSON, 
and Mr. ALLEN of California were ap
pointed managers · on the part of the 
House at the conference. 

The message further announced that 
the House had disagreed to the amend
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
7380) to amend the District of Columbia 
Police and Firemen's Salary Act of 1953 
to correct certain inequities; asked a 
conference with the Senate on the dis
agreeing votes of the two Houses there
on, and that Mr. DAVIS of Georgia, Mr. 
WILLIAMS of Mississippi, and Mr. BROY
HILL were appointed managers on the 
part of the House at the conference. 

The message also announced that the 
House had disagreed to the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 9052) 
to amend the Export Control Act of 
1949 to continue for an additional period 
of 2 years the authority provided there
under for the regulation of exports; 
asked a conference with the Senate on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and that Mr. SPENCE, Mr. 
BROWN of Georgia, Mr. PATMAN, Mr. 
RAINS, Mr. WOLCOTT, Mr. GAMBLE, and 
Mr. TALLE were appointed managers on 
the part of the House at the conference. 

The message further announced that 
the House had disagreed to the amend
ments of the Senate to the bill <H. R. 
9852) to extend the Defense Production 
Act of 1950, as amended, and for other 
purposes;· asked a conference with the 
Senate on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon, and that Mr. 
SPENCE, Mr. BROWN of Georgia, Mr. PAT
MAN, Mr. RAINS, Mr. WOLCOTT, Mr. 
GAMBLE, and Mr. TALLE were appointed 
managers on the part of the House at 
the conference. 

The message also announced that the 
House had disagreed to the amendments 
of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 11320) 
to ~ffect the control of narcotics, 
barbiturates, and dangerous drugs in the 
District of Columbia, and for ·other pur
poses; asked a conference with the Sen
ate on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and that Mr. ABER
NETHY, Mr. JONES of North Carolina, and 
Mr. MILLER of Nebraska were appointed 
managers on the part of the House at 
the conference. 

The message further announced that 
the House had disagreed to the amend
ments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
11619) to amend the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1954 and the Narcotic Drugs . 
Import and Export Act to provide for a 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 
The message further announced that 

the Speaker had affixed his signature to · 
the following enrolled bills, and they 
were signed by the President pro 
tempore: 

S. 1614. An act to amend the act entitled 
"An act to fix a reasonable definition and 
standard of identity of certain dry milk 
solids", title 21, United States Code, section 
321c; 

S. 2771. An act to authorize the Secretary 
of Defense to lend certain Army, Navy, and 
Air Force equipment and provide certain 
services to the Boy Scouts of America for use 
at the Fourth National Jamboree of the Boy 
Scouts of America, and for other purposes; 

H. R. 101. An act relating to the adminis
tration by the Secretary of the Interior of 
section 9, subsections (d) and (e), of the 
Reclamation Project Act of 1939; 

H. R. 5590. An act to amend the act en
titled "An act to recognize the high public 
service rendered by Maj. Walter Reed and 
those associated with him in the discovery 
of the cause of means of transmission of yel
low fever," approved February 28, 1929, by 
including therein the name of Gustaf E. 
Lambert; 

H. R. 5790. An act relating to the applica
tion in the Territory of Hawaii of the Federal 
Aid in Wildlife Restoration Act and the Fed
eral Aid in Fish Restoration Act; 

H. R. 8493. An act to exempt from taxation 
certain property o,f the General Federation 
of women's Clubs, Inc., in the District of 
Columbia; 

H. R. 9582. An act to provide for the de
layed reporting of births within the District 
of Columbia; 

H. R. 9671. An act to provide for the con
veyance of certain property of the United 
States in the village of Carey, Ohio; 

H. R. 10374. An act to amend the act to 
incorporate the Oak Hill Cemetery, in the 
District of Columbia; 

H. R. 10768. An act to amend section 5 of 
the act of August 7, 1946, entitled "An Act 
for the Retirement of Public School Teachers 
in the District of Columbia," as amended; 
and 

H. R.11473. An act making appropriations 
for the legislative branch for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1957, and for other purposes. 

ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED 
The Secretary of the Senate reported 

that on today, June 25, 1956, he present
ed to the President of the United States 
the following enrolled bills: 

S. 1614. An act to amend the act entitled 
"An act to fix a reasonable definition and 
standard of identity of tertain dry milk 
solids," title 21, United States Code, section 
321c; and 

S. 2771. An act to authorize the Secretary 
of Defense to lend certain Army, Navy, and 
Air Force equipment and provide · certain 
services to the Boy Scouts of America for use 
at the fourth national jamboree of the Boy 
Scouts of America, and for other purposes. 

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE APPRO
PRIATIONS, 1957 

The Senate resumed the consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 10986) making appro
priations for the Department of Defense 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1957, 
and for other purposes. 

Mr. ELLENDER. Mr. President, I am 
not posing this afternon as an armchair 
strategist. I serve on the subcommittee 
which recommended the appropriation of 
this money, and I regret that because 
I was busily engaged first on the farm 
bill, and later on the public works ap
propriation bill, I was unable to attend 
as many of the hearings before the Sub
committee on Armed Services of the Ap
propriations Committee as I desired. 

Mr. President, I personally do not 
know what it may be best to do in the 
way of appropriating specific sums for 
defense purposes for the simple reason 
that I do not have the facts at hand 
which the Joint Chiefs of Staff and the 
President have. Because they have these 
facts-as far as I know-they are the 
only individuals so equipped, I believe 
that we must, by all means, rely on 
what they tell us is necessary. 

I realize that if we should be forced 
to engage in another war, it will be neces
sary for us to have the best of every
thing-the best Army, the best Navy and 
the best Air Force. I believe I can illus
trate my point by a story. I recall read
ing that during the Civil War it was 
necessary for . the Confederate Army to 
obtain more recruits; quite a number of 
the Confederate soldiers had been killed 
and the ranks were growing very thin: 
Someone thought of a method by which 
more recruits could be obtained: In 
various States, officers serving in the 
Confederate Army were told to do some 
recruiting-to make talks to the younger 
men, and to get them to enlist in the 
Confederate Army. In South Carolina 
a young major volunteered to mak~ 
speeches, in the attempt to get as many 
recruits as possible. Every time he be
gan to speak, he would tell his audience 
"Why should we fear those Yankees? 
We can beat them with cornstalks." 
And in each case he ended his speech 
with the same statement: "Why should 
we fear them? We can beat them with 
cornstalks.'' Recruits flocked to the 
Confederate cause-sparked, no doubt, 
by the man's eloquence. 

Of course, all of us know what the 
result was. 

After the Civil War was over, the same 
major decided to run for Congress. He 
proceeded to make speeches on behalf of 
his candidacy. He would make riproar
ing speeches among the citizens of his 
district. One day, an old fellow in the 
back row called out, "Look here, Major: 
You ain't fit to be a Congressman. I 
thought you told us during the war that 
we could beat those Yankees with corn
stalks." 

The major scratched his head a while, 
and then said: Yes, I did say that. But 
the devil of it was that those Yankees 
wouldn't fight with cornstalks," [Laugh-
ter] · 

Mr. President, I am not expert in the 
matter of what weapons the Russians 
might use against us should hostilities 



10898 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD - SENATE June 25 

break out. I frankly do not know what 
weapons we should have available. But 
Mr. President, I am a firm believer in 
our Joint Chiefs of Staff. They are men 
of experience. They should know what 
we need, and the budget they helped 
formulate represents their judgment. 
The budget we are now discussing was 
not made overnight. It has been worked 
upon since last July by all the service~ 
the Army, the Navy, and the Air Force. 
I am quite satisfied that none of the 
services is allowed in the budget the full 
amount it originally requested. Instead, 
each of the services is allowed, in the 
budget, somewhat less than the amount 
it requested. 

In making up the budget, those in 
charge of it had to weigh all the pro
posals made by representatives of the 
various branches of the armed services. 

I am satisfied that General LeMay 
made a good_case when he presented his 
budget to the Joint Chiefs of Staff. 

Mr. President, at this point I should 
like to read into the RECORD what Gen
eral LeMay said, at the hearings, regard
ing how these budgets are made: 

General LEMAY, We make up our portion of 
the budget out at the command, stating our 
requirements to carry out the mission as• 
signed and then send that in. 

The "mission assigned" is designated 
by the Joint Chiefs of Staff. From the 
evidence they have, they assume that an 
enemy potentiality will be "X," and in · 
order to counter that strength each 
branch of the services make an appraisal 
of their need. Those figures represent
ing the needs of the Air Force, the Navy, 
and the Army as their shares of the mili
tary budget are presented to the Joint 
Chiefs of Staff. 

I read _further from the testimony, at 
the hearmgs, of General LeMay: 

From time to time we make recommenda· 
tions as to size of the force we should have 
based on what we think the enemy capability 
will be and our own position at that time. 
Those are two different things. We prepare 
a budget for the new program that we are 
told to do; but we go beyond that and rec
ommend the proper size force that we think 
is necessary to carry out our assigned t ask. 

Senator ELLENDER. Now, does the present 
budget for 1957 as originally submitted pro
vide for all of the money tha t you asked for? 

General LEMAY. You understand that I 
submit my budget and I never see it again 
until it gets through the Congress. 

Senator ELLENDER. You are familiar with 
what is being asked, are you not? You are 
now, I presume, acquainted with the amount 
of money that we are asked to appropriate 
and that p art which should be given to your 
command? 

General LEMAY. No, I am not. 

Now I read the testimony which was 
taken a moment later: 

Sena tor ELLENDER. I am sorry I was not 
h ere to listen to all your testimony. I had 
to be with another committee. But judging 
from your testimony it would seem to me 
that much more money than has been budg· 
eted is being requested by you. 

General LEMAY. That is correct. I turn in 
my recommendations to the Department of 
the Air Force as to what I think should be 
done. 

It is the responsibility of the Air Force and 
the Department of Defense to weigh those 
decisions and come up with a : progi'am. 
Then, as a good soldier, I must support the 
prograni and try to .get the job done the way 

my superiors want it done. I do that. I 
have been talking about my personal rec
ommendations in the past; what I person• 
ally think is necessary. · 

Mr. President, I should like to point 
out that General LeMay's recommenda
tions fall in the same category as the 
.recommendations made by General 
Ridgway several years ago. Senators 
will recall that General Ridgway came 
before the committee, and .stated that 
by all means we should increase the ap
propriation for the Army to provide a 
force of 1,200,000 men. However, the 
Joint Chiefs of Staff .recommended 
an Army force considerably below that 
figure. In fact, I have the figure before 
me; and it shows the Army wound up 
with 1,082,000 men, instead of 1,200,000, 
as requested by General Ridgway. In 
other words, the individual recommenda
tions of one military leader must yield 
to the overall recommendations of our 
Joint Chiefs of Staff. 

Mr. President, as I have said, these 
budgets are made by the departments a 
year in advance. Once they are pre
sented to the committee and defended 
before the committee by representatives 
of the Government agencies, the mem
bers of the committee take over and 
must use their own judgment. 

In the case of the information which 
has been developed recently, I believe 
that no doubt it will be reflected in the 
preparation of the budget for the next 
fiscal year-that is, for fiscal year 1958. 

I shall show in a few minutes, the 
amount of money budgeted for the Air 
Force was determined at least in part on 
what our production capability is; in 
other words, the recommended budget 
for the Air Force represents the number 
of aircraft our facilities can produce and 
the Air Force can sustain during the' 1957 
fiscal year. I refer not only to B-52's 
and the Strategic Air Command, but to 
the entire Air Force, including the Tac
tical Air Command. 

As I have said, Mr. President, I was 
unable to attend all the hearings on the 
defense appropriation bill. I have read 
most of the printed hearings. Except for 
the personal testimony given by General 
LeMay, I have not been able to find in the 
course of the lengthy hearings conducted 
by the subcommittee of the Appropria
tions Committee any testimony which 
would lead me to believe that either the 
$1,160,000,000 additional, as proposed by 
the Appropriations Committee, or the 
more modest additional amount of $500 
million, as proposed by the amendment 
submitted by the Senator from New 
Hampshire, for himself and other Sena
tors, is necessary, justified, or justifiable. 
The Department of Defense will end the 
current fiscal year with an unobligated 
balance of almost $12.6 billion. The Air 
Force will have almost $5.5 billion in 
unobligated funds. 

Mr. President, for some time now par
ticularly since I have been a member of 
the Subcommittee on Armed Services of 
the Appropriations Committee-I h~ve 
been expressing concern about the huge 
carryovers of unobligated balances. 

Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. President, will 
the Senator from Louisiana yield? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
SPARKMAN in the chair). Does the Sen-

ator from Louisiana yield to the Senator 
from Florida? 

Mr. ELLENDER. I yield. 
Mr. HOLLAND. Firs,t, I wish to say 

that I agree completely with the Senator 
from Louisiana. I think we have a 
right to complain about the huge unused 
and uncommitted balances. 

I note that the Senator from Louisiana 
has already stated for the record the un
committed and unused balance for the 
Air Force as a whole. I am sure the 
Senator from Louisiana recalls that a 
separate item-the principal item in 
which we are now interested is assigned 
for aircraft procurement. I have noted 
that $2.9 billion is the amount of the 
uncommitted, unobligated funds to be 
carried over for that purpose, and that 
in excess of $9 billion, although com
mitted for that purpose, is unexpended
meaning that there is a $12 billion carry
over into the next fiscal year, from 
former appropriations. The Senator 
from Louisiana recalls those :figures, 
does he not? . 

Mr. ELLENDER. Yes, I do. 
Mr. HOLLAND. Considering that 

immense amount of carryover, and con
sidering, further, that the current 
budget includes in excess of $6 billion for 
aircraft procurement, making a total of 
more than $18 billion for that one ob
jective, does not the Senator from Loui
siana think that the Air For,ee would 
have more funds than could possibly be 
spent in the approaching fiscal year 1957 
if only the budgeted amount were ap
propriated as new funds? 

Mr. ELLENDER. I think there is no 
doubt that the Air Force will have suffi
cient funds. As I pointed out a while 
ago, when General LeMay testified be
fore the subcommittee, he said that in 
presenting his figures he tried his best 
to outline a plan to meet the mission 
which was given him by the Chiefs of 
Staff. The Joint Chiefs have all the 
facts before them. They also have from 
General LeMay what he thinks ought to 
be done. It seems to me that the deci
sion should be left to them as to how 
many B-52's or B-47's we should have. 
I believe the Joint Chiefs of Staff should 
make that decision. 

I shall read from the testimony of 
General Twining in a few moments. He 
places the requests for planes in cate
.gory 4. He calls attention to the fact 
~hat we are short of technical personnel. 
He even places housing and fringe bene
fits for officers ahead of airplane produc
tion. He places the need for more bases 
ahead of airplane procurement. As the 
Senator knows, he put research and de
velopment ahead of airplane production. 
In the amendment which is being pro
posed, the arm-chair strategists say, "We 
want you to spend $800 million for 
B-52's, whether you need them or not 
and whether you have the trained per~ 
sonnel to man them or not." 

Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. President, will 
the Senator further yield? 

Mr. ELLENDER. I yield. 
Mr. HOLLAND. Am I to understand 

that the distinguished Senator from 
Louisiana is taking the pasition-which 
ap'parently is becoming rather foolish in 
the eyes of some-that General Twining, 
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the Joint Chiefs of Staff, and the other 
military experts know more than we do 
about this subject? 

Mr. ELLENDER. Yes. It is my 
honest opinion that a great many per
sons are prone to accept the Kremlin's 
boasts-statements which come out of 
Moscow and which are pure propa
ganda-as "The real McCoy." They 
forget that Moscow is trying to bleed us 
white. Moscow is trying to make us 
spend ourselves into bankruptcy. . As I 
pointed out at the hearings, if we con
tl.nue to spend $35 billion to $40 billion 
a year to prepare ourselves for the next 
10 years, we shall lose our way of life. 
We cannot long suJ)port such expendi
tures and still preserve our way of life. 

Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. President, will 
the Senator further yield? 

Mr. ELLENDER. I yield. 
Mr. HOLLAND. Of course, the Sena

tor has noted that General LeMay, who 
is one of our great flying heroes and one 
of our great strategists in the Air Force, 
has asked, not the paltry billion dollars 
which is recommended here as an in
crease, but an increase of $3.8 billion, 
not for airplane procurement in general, 
but for airplane procurement for the 
needs of our Strategic Air Command 
alone. 

Mr. ELLENDER. That is true. As I 
pointed out a while ago, I am satisfied 
that the Navy has asked for a great deal 
more than it will get, and I am sure the 
Army has also done so. I am sure the 
Tactical Air Command asked for more. 

The top military experts-our Joint 
Chiefs of Staff-know the facts. They 
receive intelligence from the CIA, from 
the Navy, the Army, and various other 
sources which we do not have. I have 
faith that those men know what they are 
talking about. 
· As my good friend from Missouri 

stated a moment ago, 5 or 6 B-52 air
planes were produced in April, 4 or 5 in 
February, and so forth. They were 
turned down. Why? Because they had 
"_bugs" in them. Would Senators want 
us to continue to build such planes un
less they were perfected? That was one 
of the reasons for the delay. A B-52 
cannot be built overnight. The Senator 
knows that we spent hundreds of mil
lions of dollars in perfecting the B-36. 

Where is it now? It is obsolete. The 
B-52 succeeded it. 

Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. President, will 
the Senator further yield? 

Mr. ELLENDER. I yield. 
Mr. HOLLAND. The distinguished 

Senator feels, as I likewise feel, that 
when the responsible head of the Air 
Force and the Chiefs of Staff tell us 
that there are personnel needs which 
they must place first, or the planes will 
not do them any good because they will 
be without trained men to operate them 
and service them; that housing facili
ties come close to top priority, because 
satisfied men are required for long per
iods of time in the service; and that re
search and experimentation are required, 
because "bugs" have been found in even 
our most up-to-date planes, such a re
quest, coming from such a source, should 
be heeded by Members of the Senate. 

Mr. ELLENDER. There is no question 
about it. 

Mr. HOLLAND. I thoroughly agree 
with the distinguished Senator. I com
mend him for his speech. I agree that 
Members of the Senate, with the multi
farious duties they have to perform, can
not possibly have the grasp and under
standing of this subject which is pos
sessed by those good men who have now 
come to the top of the pile so far as 
their profession is concerned. Of course 
they want to make good. They come to 
the Congress with the burden on their 
consciences as to what to recommend to 
place our Nation in the most secure 
position. I agree with the distinguished 
Senator that we would be foolish indeed 
if we were to pay no attention to their 
recommendations. 

Mr. ELLENDER. I thank the Senator. 
Because of the huge sum asked by the 

Joint Chiefs of Staff, I have taken the 
position that they now have control of 
the purse strings of our country. We in 
the Congress have lost control over de
fense appropriations. 

Of the billions of dollars we appro
priate each year to operate our whole 
Government, 90 percent is for future 
protection and to pay for past wars, in
cluding the interest on our huge debt. 

As the record will show, I have posed 
many times this question to Mr. Wil
son: What weight do the Joint Chiefs-of 

EXHIBIT 1 

Staff, the President, and others give to 
the impact which such expenditures may 
have on our own economy? Of course, 
they must give weight to that factor. 
Otherwise, what is the use of our having 
a large Army, a large Navy, and a large 
Air Force, if the net result is to bring 
to our shores a new and destructive 
"ism"-a form of dictatorship? 

As I shall show in a moment, the rep
resentatives of our Department of De
fense are satisfied with the budget as 
presented to Congress. I shall show, by 
a letter from the Department of Defense, 
that the SAC budget suggested by Gen
eral LeMay was not substantially 
changed prior to submitting the total 
military budget to Congress, except pos
sibly as it may have been affected by an 
arbitrary cut of $500 million, imposed 
at the recommendation of the Joint 
Chiefs of Staff-our top military leader
ship. 

I come back to the proposition that 
each year there have been unobligated 
balances in the armed services, and each 
year they have grown steadily. On July 
1, 1954, the carryover from the year be
fore was $15,706,808,000. Those were 
funds that were not even obligated. 

The Defense Department started the 
fiscal year 1956 with an unobligated bal
ance of $12,815,170,000. At the begin
ning of the fiscal year 1957 it will have 
unobligated balances available of $12,-
593,914,000. All these appropriations 
are global; they can be channeled in al
most any way the Department of De
fense sees fit. Some of this money could 
be used to procure additional B-52's. 
No new appropriation is required for 
that purpose. 

If the increase which has been sug
gested is voted, and additional appro
priations are made, the result will be 
merely to increase the unobligated bal
ances by just that much more. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con
sent to have printed in the RECORD at this 
point as a part of my remarks a schedule 
from the Department of Defense indi
cating the unobligated balances for each 
year during the period beginning Jan- -
uary 1, 1949. 

There being no objection, the table 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 

Department of Defense: Obligations and obligational availability of current general appropriations, summary by service (excluding working, 
revolving, and special f unds and expired general appropriations and authorizations), fiscal year 1950-57 

[Thousands of dollars] 

Total Army Navy 

I 
OSD and 

Air Force interservice 
activities 

FISCAL YE.AR 1950-ACTUAL l 

Unobligated balance July 1, 1949 ______________________________________________________________ _ 872,313 71,390 567,648 233,275 ------------
Plus: 

New obligational availability fiscal year 1950 __ --------------------------------------------Direct congressional appropriations ___ ______________________________ • ____ ________ •• _ •• _ 
Cash to liquidate prior contract authority _____________________________________________ _ 
New unftnanced contract authority ______ _____________________________________________ _ 

Administrative adjustment of contract authority _________ _________________________________ _ Reimbursements. __ • ________ • _________ • ___ • _____ • ___________ • __ • ______ ___________________ • 
Transfers (net) __ • _______ • _______________________________________ • _. _____________________ • _ 

13,169,339 4,233,508 4,073,017 4,671,364 191,450 
(13,041,902) (4,405,144) ( 4, 328, 383) Ir 116,925) (191,450) 

( -1, 809, 529) (-220,000) .(-7B9, 529) I -800, 000) ------------
(1, 936, 966) (48,364) '(534, 163) I 1,354,439) ------------

-99,081 O -99,081 ------------186,436 33,675 74,228 78,535 
-22, 982 '-30,350 -26,247 16,615 17,000 

1--~---1---- --1------1------l·----
Equals total available for obligation fiscal year 1950 •• ------------------------------------Deduct obligations incurred fiscal year 1950 ___________________________________________________ _ 14,106,029 4,308,224 4,589,565 4,999,789 208,450 

13,163,453 4,066,577 4,159,910 4,729,083 207,883 
1------1------1------1------t----

Equals unobligated balance June 30, 1950 __ --------------------------------------------- -Expired as of J une 30, 1950 __________________________ ________________ ________________ _ 
A vailahle in fiscal year 195!_ ________________________________________________________ _ 

942,576 241,647 429,656 270,706 567 
(137,962) (1 24, 165) (3,825) (9,405) (567) 
(804, 614) (117, 482) (425,831) (261,301) ------------==== = =l======l======l======l===== 

See footnotes at end of table. 
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Department of Defense: Obligations and obligational availability of current general appropriations, summary by service (excluding working 
revolving and special funds and expired general appropriations and authorizations), fiscal year 1950-57-Continued ' 

l'l'housands of dollars] 

Total Army 

FISCAL YEAR 1951-ACTUAL 

Navy Air Force 
OSDimd 

interservice 
activities 

Unobligated balance July 1, 1950-------------------------------------------------------------- - 804,614 117,482 425,831 

12,337,975 
(12, 319, 074) 
(-767, 600) 
' (700,293) 

(86,207) 

261,301 ------------
Plu~: 

New obUgational availability fiscal year 1951.______________________________________________ 48, 038,560 19,360, 143 
Direct congressional appropriations_------ -- ---- ------------------------------------ -- - (48, 086, 926) (19, 270, 030) 

15, 895, 975 444, 4G7 
' (15,813,522) (684,300) 

Cash to liquidate prior contract authority______________________________________________ {-2, 317,600) _______ ________ _ 
New unfinanced. contract authority______ __ ____ __ ____ ______ ___________ ____ ___________ __ (2,269,233) ________ _______ _ 
Distribution of OSD emergency fund ___________ _______ ________________________________ --- ---- --------- (90,113) 

(-1, 550,000) --- -- -------
6 (1,568,940) -- ----------

(63, 513) (-239, 833) 
Adjustment of unfinanced contract authority___ ___ ____ ____________________________________ -20, 560 --------- ------ -
Reimbursements ___________________ ___ ________ ____ ________________________ - --- ------------- GM, 212 138, 211 

8 -20, 560 
290,822 
-2,862 

4G5 
'l' ransfers (net) __________________________ __ ____ _______ ___ -------------------- -- -- ----------- -1, 886 2, 958 

224,714 
-1, 982 

49,474,939 19,618, 795 13. 031. 204 lfl, 380,008 444,932 Equals total available for obligation fiscal year 1951_ __________ , --------------------------
Deduct obligations incurred fiscal year 1951. __________________________________________________ _ 

1------1-------1------!1------1------
45,772,330 17,658,609 12,443,623 15,264,406 405,692 

Equals: , Unobligated balance June 30, 1951. __________________________________________________ _ 
Expired as of June 30. 1951_ _____________________________________________________ _ 

Available in fiscal year 1952- -- --- - --------------------- - ----------------- - -------
l=====l=====l======l======I==== 

3,702,609 1, 960, 18G 587,581 1,115,602 39,240 
(251, 732) (65, 407) (88,980) (58,105) (39,240) 

(3, 450, 879) (1, 804, 779) (498,602) (1, 057, 497) -- ----- ---- -

FISCAL YEAR 1952-ACTUAL 

Unobllgated balance, July 1, 1951______________________________________________________________ 3,450,879 1,894, 779 ,.498, CO2 1,057,497 ------------
Flus: 

New obligational availnbili ty, fiscal year 1952______________________________________________ 59,986, 2G4 
Direct congressional appropriations__________________________ __ ________________________ (61,411, 104) 

21, 639, 719 15, 648, 422 22, 265, 123 433, 000 
(21 , 64 , 032) (16,291,087) (22,948,985) (523,000) 

Cash to liquidate prior contract authority__ ___ ___ ______ ____ __________________________ __ (-1, 424,840) 
Transfer to offset pay deficiency __ ------------------------------------------------ ____________________ _ Distribution of OSD emergency fund _____________ ___ _______ _______________________ ____ ____ __ _________ _ 

(-48,3<i4) (-666,476) (-710,000) ----- - -- --- -
i (13,342) - --------- --- --- ---------------- g (-13,342) 

(26, 709) (23, 811) (26, 138) ( - 76, 658) Reimbursements ___________________ _______ _____ - _ - _______________________________ -- ______ - 837, 391 36. 912 508, 157 292, 237 5 Transfers (net) ___________________________________ - _______________________________ - _ ___ __ _ _ 37, 765 
l------1-------1------1------1-----

-513 10 38, 719 -,-441 (10) 

Equals total available for obligation, fiscal year 1952 __ ----- --------------- - ---- ---------
Deduct obligations incurred , fiscal year 1952_ - - ---------.---------------------------------------

64,312, 29 
56,867,342 

23,570,897 
20,902,622 

rn, 693. 900 23,614,416 433, 0 5 
15,482, 198 20,111,958 370, 5{i4 

1-------1-------1-------1-------I-----
Equals: Unobligated balance, June 30, 1952 __________________________________________________ _ 

Expired as of June 30, 1952 ___________________________________________ ____ _______ _ 
Available in fiscal year 1953 ___________________________________ ._ __________ • ______ _ 

l=====l=====l======l======I==== 

7,444, 956 2, 6G8, 275 1,211, 702 3,502,458 62,521 
(359,946) (60,683) (121,525) (106,218) (G2, 521) 

(7,085,010) (2, 59 . 592) (1, 090, 177) (3, 396, 240) ------ ----- -

FISCAL YEAR 1953-.ACTUAL 

· Unobllga.ted balance, July 1, 1952 __ ------------ ------------------------------------------------ 7, 085, 010 2,598,592 1,090,177 3,396,240 ----·-------
l'lus: 

New obligational availability. fisr.al year 1953_ - ------ ------------------------------------- - 46,971.036 
Direct congressional a.ppropriat.ions ___ ----- - - ________ : ----------------------- ---------- (49, 198, 317) 

13, 537,510 12,532, 758 20,345,983 554,785 
(13, 124, 410) (18,205, 745) · - (22, 318, 362) (549,800) 

Cash to liquidate prior contract authority __ ------------------------------------------- (-2, 307,681) 
Trausfer to offset pay deficiency ___ --- -- ----------------- ------------------------ ----- - (80, 400) Distribution of OSD emergency fund ___________________ _______ _________ ____ __________________ _______ _ _ 

·--------------- (-577, 302) (-1, 730, 379) -------- --- -
(400,400) (-96,000) (-250,000) (2G, 000) 
(12. 700) (315) (8,000) (-21, 015) 

Reimbursements __ --------------- ---------------------------------------- -----_ __________ _ 1, 941, 886 1,200,777 429,720 311,389 ------------
Transfers (net) __ --------------------------------- ------ --- ------ ---- ------------------ --- - -49, 643 -48, 933 - 568 -142 ------------l-------1-------1-------1-------1-----

Equals total available for obliirntion, fiscal year 1953 __ ----------------------------------- 55,948,287 
45,734, 793 

17,287,946 
14,194, 587 

14, 052, 086 
12,256,645 

24,053,470 554, 785 
18,747, fi24 535, 93ft Deduct obligations incmred, fiscal year 1953 __________________________________________________ _ 

l------·1-------1-------1-------1-----
Equals: Unohligated balance, June 30, 1953 ____________ : _____________________________________ _ 

Expired as of June 30, 1953 _________ _____ ________ ____________________________ ____ _ 
10,213,494 

(821, 755) 
(9,391. 739) 

3,093,359 
<268.0!ll) 

(2, 825, 2!i8) 

1,795,441 5,305,846 18. 840 
(489,049) (4fi,009) (18, 607) 

(1, 306, 392) (5, 259,'837) (242) Available in fiscal year 1954 _____________________________________________________ _ 

l=====l=====l======l======I==== 
FISCAL YEAR 1954-ACTUAL 

Unobl!gated balance July 1, 1953__ _______________________________________ ___ __ _______ __________ 11 9,369,099 11 2,802,629 1,306,392 5,259,837 242 
l'Jus: 

New obligational availability fiscal year 1954_______________________________________________ 34,473,599 12,938,992 9,333,356 11,410,496 700, 7,55 
Direct congressional appropriations----------------- =---------- - -------------- --------- (34,554,042) {12,937,406) (9,438,310) (11,408,776) (769,550) 
Treasury restore warrant- ______ ______ ----------------------------- -------------------- (11) (11) _____ ____________ __________________ __ ______ _ 
Cash to liquidate prior contract authority_______ _______________________________ _______ _ ( -80, 454) ---------------- ( -80, 454) ---------------- ------- - --- -

Relei~r i~!:0~~~~~~~~~?!!t~;;~~~~~~~~i;~~~===~=====================~========~=== ==~=i~;;~;;= ------;~;H]i~5 ------~;~;:~ __ : _____ ~1fl~5 ---~~;~~~ 
Transfers (net)_____________________________ _____ _____ ____________ ________________ ___ ___ ___ _ -18, 969 -172, 010 161, 162 -8, 121 ------------

Equals total available for obligation fiscal year 1954- ------------------- --------------- -- -Deduct obligations incurred fiscal year l!J54 ___________________________________________________ _ 
46,331,163 
27,956,827 

17,221 ,913 
9,517,784 

11,203,718 
8,258,236 

17,114,535 
9, 7,52, 374 

790,997 
428,432 

l-------1-------1-------1-------1-----
Equals: 

Unobligated balance June 30, 1954-----------------------------~---------------------- 18,374,336 7,704,129 
Expired as of June 30, 1954____ _________ __ ____ ____ ________________________ ___ __ __ _ (2,667,528) (1, 4f>4, 377) 

2,945,482 
(620,435) 

(2, 325, 046) 

7,362,162 
(320,152) 

(7, 042, 010) 

362,564 
(262, 5G4) 
(100,000) Available in fiscal year 1955________________________ __ ____________________________ (15,706,808) (6,239,752) 

l=====l=====l=======l:=====I==== 
FISCAI YEAR 1955-.ACTUAL (SF-133 BASIS) 

Unobllgated balance July 1, 1954 ______________________________________________________________ _ 

Plus: 
15,706,808 6,239,752 2,325,046 7,042,010 100,000 

New obligational authority fiscal year 1955 ________________________________________________ _ 
Direct congressional appropriations _____ ______________________________________________ _ 
Cash to liquidate prior contract authority _____________________________________________ _ 
Congressional transfers ________________________________________________________________ _ 
Congressional recissions _______________________________________________________________ _ 

Reimbursements _____ ____ --------------------------- _____________________________________ _ 

29,104,475 7,092,081 9,730,936 11, 715, 763 565,696 
(29,617,073) ' (7, 619, 570) (9, 810, 824) (11, 557, 930) (628, 750) 

(-34,000) --------------- - (-34,000) ---------------- ----- -------
(21, 402) ( -27, 489) (-45, 888) (157, 833) (-63, 055) 

(-500, 000) (-500, 000) ---------- ----- - -------------- -- ---------- - -
2, 583, 214 1, 739, 735 417,792 425,618 G9 

l-------1-------1-------1-------1-----
Equals total available for obligation fiscal year 1955 _____________________________________ _ 

Deduct: Obligations incurred in fiscal year 1955 _________ _____________________ ___________________ ___ _ 

Balances expiring on June 30, 1955 __ -------------------------------------------------------

47,394,498 15,071,568 12,473,774 19,183,391 665, 7G5 

34,172,618 10,627, 788 7,616,755 15,323,861 604,213 
406,710 130,559 228,949 20,633 26, 5G9 

1------1-------1---,,.----1-------1-----
Equals unobligated balance available in fiscal year IQ56 ___ __ ____________________________ _ 

1======1=======1========= 
12,815, 170 4,313,220 ( 4,628,070 3,838,897 34,983 

See footnotes a.t end of table. 
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Department o.f D~fense: Oblig<:,tions and obligatjonal availability of ~ur_rent general ap'l!rop.riations, summary by service (excluding working; 

revolving and special funds and expired general appropriations and authorizations), fiscal year 1950-57-Continued 

FISCAL YEAR 1956-ESTJM:ATED 
Plus: 

[Thousands of dollars] 

Total Army Navy ~ Force 
OSD and 

interservice 
activities 

New obligational authority fiscal year 1956 ________________________________________________ _ 
Direct congressional appropriations __________________ : ________________________________ _ 33, 026, 146 7, 084, 153 

(33, 081, 603) (7, 329, 953) 
9,620,517 15,653,431 668,046 

Cash to liquidate prior contract authoritY---------------------'--------------------------

8~~~~:~}~~ ~~~~~~~1:is::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: 
( -28, 000) ---------------
( -18, 885) (-245, 800) 
(-8, 572) ----------------

(9, 578, 960) (15, 479, 054) (702, 208) 
(-28, 000) ---------------- -------- · ---

(78, 129) (174,376) (-34, 162) 
Anticipated reimbursements ______________________________________________________________ _ 

Fiscal year 1955 MDAP common item orders ________________________________________ _ 5, 109, 369 1, 391, 933 
(3, 728, 545) (758, 871) 

(-8, 572) ---------------- ------------
684, 285 3, 033, 151 ------------

Fiscal year 1956 MDAP common item orders ___________________ ____ __________________ _ (417,200) (335,000) 
(963, 624) (298, 062) 

(257, 485) (2, 712, 189) ---~--------
(31, 700) (50, 500) ------------All other ____________________________________________________________ ________________ _ 

(395, 100) (270, 462) ------------

Deduct: 
Equals total available for obligation fiscal year 1956 _____________________________ _ 50,950,685 12,789,306 14,932,871 22,525,479 703,029 

Obligations incurred in fiscal year 1956 ____ ________________________________________ ________ _ 
Balances expiring on June 30, 1956 _________________________________________________________ _ 

Equals: - ' 
Unobligated balances available in fiscal year 1957: 

Appropriations and reimbursements earned __________________________________________ _ 
Anticipated reimbursements from MDAP fund reservations outstanding as of June 30, 

1956, to be earned: 

38,114,472 9,579,485 10,936,505 17,034,206 564,276 
242,300 65,691 127,409 18,000 31,200 

9,634,172 2,521, 743 3,670,932 3,333,944 107,553 

In fiscal year 1957 _____________________________________ -----------------------------
After fiscal year 1957 _____________________________ :_ ________________________________ _ 1,078,165 375,000 60,665 642,500 ------------1,881,577 247,387 137,360 1,496,830 ------------1------1------1-------1-------1-----

Total unobligated balance available in 1957 __ ------------------------------ 12,593,914 3,144,130 3,868,957 5,473,274 107,553 
1=====1=====1======1======1==== 

FISCAL YEAR 1957-ESTIM:ATED 
Plus: 

New obligational authority, fiscal year 1957 ------------------------------------------------ 13 36, 133, 164 7,954,425 10,400,464 16,894,500 677, 775 
Direct congressional appropriations_________________ ___________________________________ (35,189,300) (7,761,425) (10, 2B:l, 600) (16,537,500) (677, 775) 
Proposed for later transmission ________ : ____________________ ~-------------------------- (200,000) __ . _____ ______ ___________ __ _______________ _________________ _ 

Antf 5E:if Jf ~i~~~i;~~~~;~=,~ii~~~~i~=ii~i~i~~~~~~~=~~~~~~=~~~~=~~~i _ ... -5~'.~1 
::::::);;;: __ : __ jl!; ~'. ::::::::;:;! ~~~~~~=~~::( 

All other_______________________________________________________________________________ (973,949) (449,200) (258,037) (266,712) ___________ _ 

. Equals total available for obligation, fiscal year 1957 ____ ._ ________________________________ _ 
Deduct: -Obligations incurred in fiscal year 1957 ___________________ : ________ ; _______________________ _ 

Balances expiring on June 30, 1957 _______________________ :,. ________________________________ _ 

13 49, 701, 027 11,-547, 755 14,533,458 22,634,486 ?85, 328 

13 39, 870, 804 10,321,625 10,883,139 17,680, 712 785,328 
14,238 ---------------- 14,238 --------- ------- ------------

1------11------1------1-------I-----
Equals: . 

Unobligatcd balances available in fiscal year 1958: Appropriations and reimbursements earned ___________ _______ ___ __________________ ____ _ 
Anticipated reimbursements from MDAP fund reservations outstanding as of June 30, 

1957, to be earned after fiscal year 1957 _____________ :.. ________________________________ _ 

7,934,408 978,743 3,498, 721 3,456,944 -----
1,881,577 247,387 137,360 1,496,830 ----------1------11------1------1·------1-----

Total unobligated balance available in fiscal year 1958 _____________________________ _ 9,815,985 1,226,130 3,636,081 4,953,774 ------
1 For purpose of continuity, fiscal year 1950 amounts include the appropriation 

"Alaska Oommunication System, operation and maintenance," which was reclassi
fied from civil function to military function during fiscal year 1951 (Public Law 843). 

: Fiscal year 1950 excludes and fiscal year 1951 includes $22,461,000 cash carried over 
to fiscal year 1951 from fiscal year 1950 reserve ("Research and development, Air 
}'orcc") • 

r Excludes $42 million transfer representing extended availability of "Transporta
tion Service, Army, 1949" which is included in "New obligational authority, fiscal 
year 1950." 

• Represents rescission of $31,460,000.contract authority made by Public Law 759 
("Ordnance for new constructjon, Navy") and administrative increase of $10,900,000 
contract authority ("IRNV-Construction and machinery, Navy"). 

. a Excludes $75 million appropriation for payment of obligations incurred prior to 
June 30, 19!6, against the appropriation "Air Corps, Army 1942-40." This amount 
does not represent cash to liquidate prior contract authority ("Construction of 
aircraft and related procurement, Air Force"). 

g Transfer to "Military personnel, Army, 1952," which was not actually made 
until fiscal year 1953. 

' Fiscal year 1950 excludes and fiscal year 1951 includes $124,797,000 contract au, 
thority carried OV(lr to fiscal year 1951 from fiscal year 1950 reserve ("Construction 
of aircraft and related procurement, Navy"). 

10 Excludes $6.1 million transfer from "Contingencies, DOD" to "Navy petroleum 
reserve No. 4, Alaska," which is included in new obligational authority fiscal year 
1952. 

u Differs from ending balance fiscal year 1953 due to reclassification of "Civilian 
r elief in Korea" from a military function to a civilian function. 

o Fiscal year '1950 excludes and fiscal year 1951 includes $726,151,000 contract au
thority carried over to fiscal year 1951 from fiscal year 1950 reserve ("Construction 

12 Excludes reimbursements that may be anticipated later from fiscal year 1957 
MDAP common item orders .. 

of aircraft and related procurcmen t, Air Force"). · · 13 Includes $200 million not distributed by service. 
e Administrative adjustments in contract authority, as follows: Construction of ships ____________ _________________ ___ ___________ -$18, 873,000 Source: Standard Form 133: 

Ordnance for new construction ___ ------------------------------ +5, 000, 000 
IRNV: 

NOTE.-Amounts do not necessarily add to totals due to rounding. 
Armor, armament, and ammunition________________________ -6, 500,000 
Construction of machinery_________________________________ -78, 708,000 

TotaL____________________________________________________ -99, 081, 000 

Mr. ELLENDER. Mr. President, I 
bow to no other Member of the Senate 
in our efforts to be certain that our coun
try is well protected. But in making 
these appropriations we must remember 
that we also owe an obligation to the 
taxpayers of the country. If we con
tinue to increase appropriations-with
out what I consider to be justification
and make taxes so burdensome as to de
stroy initiative, we shall not need the 
armedc-Services. Our way of life will be 
destroyed as efficiently as if the Russian 
air force sowed atomic destruction on 
our land. The testimony given before 
both the House and Senate committees 
clearly indicates that the 1957 request . 
was based on the recommendations of 
the Joint Chiefs of Staff, and was per-

sonally approved by the President, who 
certainly possesses an unequalled com
petence to evaluate the requirements of 
our security. 

I should like to call the attention of 
the Members of the Senate, Mr. Presi
dent, to the information contained on 
pages 1275 to 1277 of the hearings, ex
cerpts from which I shall read in a few 
moinents. It is clearly established there 
that the budget requests submitted by 
the President to the Congress, after re
view by the Secretary of the Air Force, 
the Secretary of Defense, and the Bureau 
of the Budget, provide all but $500 mil
lion of the funds originally requested by 
the Department of the Air Force. 

We have all had sufficient experience 
in these matters to know that any orig-

inal staff estimates are certainly not the 
minimum amount actually required. 
The $500 million reduction represents 
differences of opinion between the vari
ous field air staffs and reviewing author
ities, consisting of $400 million for oper
ation and maintenance-which involves 
no new airplanes-and $100 million for 
military construction~ which has noth
ing to do with B-52 procurement. 

We had before us in the hearings men 
in charge of the budget, who helped to 
prepare the budget, and who had the 
facts upon which the budget was based. 
In the hearings, at page .1276, there is 
a letter from General Bogart, Director 
of Budget, Department ·of the Air Force, 
dated June 11, 19.56, indicating the man
ner and method in which the original 
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amount asked by the Air Force was re- over...::_that is, how much represents un
duced. obligated balances. The problem of un-

It will be noted, as I said a while ago, obligated balances is of fairly recent ori
that the amount of the cut does not in gin. The Senator will recall that during 
any manner affect the number of air- the 80th Congress, our method of appro
planes which are to be constructed. priating money was changed. Prior to 

Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina. that time, the departments were given 
Mr. President, will the Senator from the right to contract, and then after the 
Louisiana yield? contract was entered into and the work 

Mr. ELLENDER. I yield. was completed, they came to us for ap-
Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina. I propriations to pay for the work per

noticed that the Senator from Florida formed under the contract. That meth
and the Senator from Louisiana were od was changed in the 80th Congress, 
complajning about the money not being and as a result of the change we have to 
spent, and about certain airplanes which appropriate in advance all the money 
seem to have "bugs" in them, and there- necessary to purchase new implements, 
fore, they do not wish to spend the new ships, new missiles, airplanes, and 
money. Does not that bring to our at- so forth. I presume that change ·ac
tention the fact that we should try to counts to a great extent for these unob
find out what we should have and use ligated funds. · But the· point I was try
some of the money to protect the people ing to make a while ago was that these 
of the United States? unobligated funds are, of course, in ad-

Mr. ELLENDER . . I anticipated the dition to those which have been obli
Senator's question, and I have before me gated, amounting to billions of dollars.· 
a document which has to do with re- I have shown that in the statement 
search and development, tests, and eval- which I have just had placed in the 
uation programs of the Department of RECORD. 
Defense, which states that a total of Since the Department of Defense is 
$5.2 billion will be available in fiscal year asking for more than it can possibly 
1957 for these purposes. obligate in fiscal year 1957, if it needs 

Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina. any additional money to build B-52's, 
That is money which they have. When it can easily find money to pay for them 
are they going to spend it? by tapping some of the funds not yet 

Mr. ELLENDER. They are spending obligated. But any such program must 
it now. For specific research and devel- be determined in the light of the capa
opment items for the Army, the request . bility of our factories to produce. Gen
is $410 million. For activities in support eral LeMay asked for an acc.elerated pro
of research and development, $89.4 mil- gram, but I doubt that we have the ca
lion. We did not cut out any of that, pacity to build the number of planes for 
and they did not ask for any more than which he is asking, unless we build more 
that. factories. That would entail millions of 

For the Navy, $493 million was re- dollars more,as the Senator knows. 
quested. We allowed that amount. Personally, I am willing to trust the 

For Navy activities supporting re- judgment of our Joint Chiefs of Staff. 
search and development of facilities to As was pointed out by the distinguished 
make these newly designed implements Senator from Florida, they are dedicated 
of war, we provided $134.2 million. men. · They have at hand facts which we 

The Air Force, for research and devel- . do not have. They prepare and assign 
opment, asked for and obtained $610 missions for the various services, and 
million. the various services are asked to meet 

For Air Force activities supporting re- them. 
search and development, $383 million, Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina. 
and for Air Force development, test and The committee is recommending this 
evaluation items-to test the new planes year a very substantial increase for re
and various other items for our de- search and development, is it not? 
fense-the amount was $1,731,000,000. Mr. ELLENDER. Oh, yes. 
We allowed those amounts, too. Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina. 

Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina. They have awakened, then, to the fact 
Is that money to be spent in the future? that they have not been doing their duty: 

Mr. ELLENDER. In this fiscal year. in that field. 
Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina. Mr. ELLENDER. I would not say 

How much has been spent in 1956 for that. I wish I could state some of the 
research and development? facts that are secret, and the Senator 

Mr. ELLENDER. In 1956 we spent could well understand the delay. But I 
$3,769,000,000. In 1955 we spent $3,391,- do not wish to divulge any military se-
000,000 and in 1957 it is proposed to spend crets. I will state that I have faith in 
$5,194,000,000, which includes, as I said, those dedicated men. They should cer
development tests and evaluation pro- tainly know what they are doing, and I 
cedures for all three of the armed serv- am willing to trust them. 
ices, together with the activities con- Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina. 
nected therewith. _ They certainly realize at this time tl:lat 

Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina. In they need more for research and devel
the past year how much did the commit- opment than they have been using in 
tee recommend for appropriation for re- the past. 
search and development? · Mr. ELLENDER. That is true. That 

Mr. ELLENDER. I have just given the has been the case with the budget for 
figures to the Senator. airplanes and various other implements 

Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina. of war. We are bound to expect changes 
Did they spend all of it? from time to time. 

Mr. ELLENDER. I do not know how Here is another which was pointed 
much, if any, of those amounts was left out to us ·during the hearings. If we 

were to give to General LeMay all he 
asks we might throw the missions of the 
Air Force and the other services out of 
balance-we would affect what the Navy 
might need or what the Army might re
quire. We cannot depend entirely on 
superiority in strategic air bombing to 
win a war. - We must depend on all the 
military services. Before the budget is 
made, the Air Force must consult with 
the Army and the Navy in order to dove
tail all this work. If the Air Force budget 
is out of balance we may have so many 
airplanes that we cannot man them, 
and they will be on the ground like 
ducks for the enemy. The Department 
of Defense recommended to Congress 
what I would call a more or less bal
anced program. I was very much im
pressed with its presentation. 

It is my· belief that in the light of what 
General Twining may present when he 
returns from Moscow, we will be ma
terially assisted in preparing the budget 
for fiscal year 1958. 

Going back to the amount which was 
asked for by the Air Force, I stated a 
moment ago that of that entire 
amount, including money requested by 
General LeMay and by all others in the 
Air Force, a cut of only $500 million was 
imposed by the Joint Chiefs. I return 
to the proposition that if that sum is 
necessary, it can be obtained by the 
Armed Services from prior-year appro
priations as yet unobligated. I read 
:from the hearings: 

Senator SALTONSTALL. I 'hold up my hand~ 
on that one because it is my understanding 
that all but $500 million of that $2.8 billion 
was really found in that $16.5 b~llion· plus 
what this-

We were then discussing the entire 
amount which was originally asked by 
the Air Force for its 1957 budget. 

General BOGART. I think, sir, the point is 
that all but $500 million of that cut is iden
tified against such things as reorder lead 
tinie, the financing adjustment. In other 
words, it either has no effect on program or 
is against pro[?ram changes which were 
agreed. In other words, what it amounts to 
is that of that total cut $500 million was 
arbitrary and we just absorb that. We don't 
know quite how. The other points we do 
have specified ways to absorb and it is for a 
spedfic reason. 

The letter from General Bogart to 
which I · referred earlier and which ex
plains how· this sum, the difference be
tween what the Congress was asked to 
provide and what the Air Staff asked for, 
was well spelled-out. · The letter was ad
dressed to the chairman, and reads: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE, 
HEADQUARTERS, UNITED 

STATES AIR FORCE, 
Washington, D. 0., June 11, 1956. 

CHAIRMAN, 
Department of Defense Subcommittee, 

Committee on Appropriations, 
United States Senate. 

DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: The following infor
mation is submitted in response to Senator 
SALTONSTALL's request for a breakdown of 
1;he differences between the $19.392 billion 
Air Staff submission for the fiscal year 1957 
budget and the $16.8945 billion currently in 
the budget before the Senate Appropriations 
Committee. 

The total decrease between the $19.392 
billion Air Staff estimate and the $16.518 
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billion Included In the President's budget 
was $2.874 billion. Of this amount- · 

(a) Approximately.$1.560 billion was iden
tified against reorder lead-time adjustments, 
financial adjustments ( anticipated recoup
ments), price changes, and other factors not 
involving program modification. 

(b) Approximately $650 million was iden
tified against program changes--primarily 
revised procurement estimates--which were 
recommendt;d or agreed by the Air Force. 

In other words, according to General 
Bogart, those two items, which aggregate 
more than $2 billion, did not in any man
ner adversely affect the program which 
the Air Force presented to the Joint 
Chiefs of Staff. 

(c) About $157 million, including $123 
million in the "Aircraft and related procure
ment" appropriation, represents the net of 
a number of changes, both plus and minus, 
in many individual item programs. It is 
most difficult, in retrospect, to determine to 
what extent each of these individual changes 
stemmed from funding reductions. For the 
most part, I believe that these reductions 
were the type of staff adjustments which 
normally result from the detailed reviews 
and constitute the net of many minor dis
allowances, pricing forecasts, obligational ca
pability judgments, and minor policy deter
minations. It is fair to state, I believe, that 
on balance there is no substantial adverse 
effect on the Air Force program by these 
reductions. 

That is the information we received 
from General Bogart. 

(d) About $500 million were arbitrary re
ductions; that is, those based upon differ
ences in judgment between the Air Staff 
and the review authorities. These reduc
tions, to which I had previously referred, 
included $404.9 million in "Operation and 
maintenance" and $100 million in "Military 
construction." These were reductions not 
related to specific program changes or any 
of those factors which normally lead to ad
justment during the review process. 

Mr. Pre~ident, we have the whole story 
in that letter. I do not think there is 
any doubt that the program which was 
originally presented by General LeMay, 
based upon the mission to be performed 
by him, has been fulfilled almost 100 per
cent. 

Mr. SALTONSTALL. Mr. President, 
will the Senator yield? 

Mr. ELLENDER. I yield. 
Mr. SALTONSTALL. I would correct 

the Senator to this extent, if I may. 
Mr. ELLENDER. I wish the Senator 

would do so. 
Mr. SALTONSTALL. The $19.8-billion 

to which the Senator refers was the de
cision of the Air Force Advisory Commit
tee, composed of their staff; it was not 
the decision of General LeMay. General 
LeMay, I think, submitted a somewhat 
higher figure for the SAC. 

Mr. ELLENDER. But it was included 
in the prior amount submitted. Am I not 
correct? 

Mr. SALTONSTALL. The Senator is 
correct. 

Mr. ELLENDER. Certainly. 
Mr. SALTONSTALL. I may state that 

there was some question as to who con
stituted the Air Force Budget Advisory 
Committee, so i requested their -names 
and positions. The -committee is coin
posed of the following officers: Maj. Gen. 
Daniel F. Callahan, Maj. Gen. Kenneth 
P. Bergquist, Maj. Gen. Kenneth B. Hob-

son, Maj. Gen. Thomas P. Genity, MaJ. 
Gen. William S. Stone, Col. W. L. Rogers, 
Maj. Gen. Frank A. Bogart, and Jdaj. 
Gen. William E. Hall . . 

I have not read the titles of these offl .. 
cers, so, with the permission of the Sena .. 
tor from Louisiana, I ask unanimous con .. 
sent that the complete list of the Air 
Force Budget Advisory Committee and 
their positions be printed at this point in 
the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the list was 
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as 
follows: 

Am FORCE BUDGET ADVISORY COMMITl'EE 
Maj. Gen. Daniel F. Callahan, Assistant for 

Programing, Deputy Chief of Staff, Opera
tions. 

Maj. Gen. Kenneth P. Bergquist, Director 
of Operations, Deputy Chief of Staff, Opera
tions. 

Maj. Gen. Kenneth B. Hobson, Director of 
Manpo:wer and Organization, Deputy Chief of 
Staff, Operations. 

Maj. Gen. Thomas P. Gerrity, Assistant for 
Production Programing, Deputy Chief of 
Staff, Materiel. 

Maj. Gen. William S. Stone, Director of 
Personnel Planning, Deputy Chief of Staff, 
Personnel. 

Col. W. L. Rogers, Assistant for Develop
ment Programing, Deputy Chbf of Staff, 
Development. 

Maj. Gen. Frank A. Bogart, Director of Bud
get, Deputy Chief of Staff, Controller. 

Maj. Gen. William E. Hall. Assistant Chief 
of Staff for Reserve Forces, Office of the Chief 
of Staff, USAF. 

Advisory: Assistant Secretary of the Air 
Force (Financial Management) or his desig
nated representative, Lyle S. Garlock. 

Mr. SALTONSTALL. Mr. President, 
the Air Force Budget Advisory Commit
tee were members of the Air Force in 
uniform, who were holding very respon
sible positions in the Air Force, and cer
tainly ought to have known its overall 
requirements. 

Mr. ELLENDER. Mr. President, I 
wish to call this passage, in particular, to 
the attention of the Senate-Senator 
SALTONSTALL was still addressing General 
Twining: 

Now, as Chief of Staff, I trust it is a fair 
question to ask you if this committee deter
mined to increase the budget allowance over 
and above the estimates of the Secretary of 
Defense and the President this year, say $500 
million, where would you believe that could 
be best spent? If we decided to increase it 
by $1 billion, where, as Chief of Staff, would 
you decide that could be best spent? 

In other words, what is your highest prior
ity today in your opinion as Chief of Staff of 
the Air Force? 

General TWINING. I think first, including 
the present supplemental, that our aircraft 
program is satisfactory. 

That was General Twining's answer. 
I continue: 

If I had the money, I would put it on air 
bases and do something to keep those people 
in the service, like better housing, and things 
like that. I consider the aircraft program 
satisfactory. 

At first, according to his testimony in 
the hearings, General Twining said that 
he would stress experienced trained 
personnel, then airbases, but that air
craft production was satisfactory. A 
few minutes later he corrected this by 
stating he would place research and de
velopment ahead of aircraft production. 
I am certain my good friend from Massa-

chusetts will agree that there is enough 
in the budget, according to the witnesses 
who appeared before us, to handle all the 
research the military deems necessary 
during the coming fiscal year. 

Mr. SALTONSTALL. Mr. President, 
will .the Senator yield? 

Mr. ELLENDER. I yield. 
Mr. SALTONSTALL. I think, to be 

absolutely accurate, General Twining 
stated as his third priority that he be
lieved he could use from $150 million to 
$200 million more for research. 

Mr. ELLENDER. But he did not ex
press dissatisfaction with the amount the 
committee provided. He said that in the 
event the amount were increased and the 
money were made available, he could 
spend it. 

Mr. SALTONSTALL. That is correct. 
Mr. ELLENDER. But he did not com

plain about the amount which we were 
providing. 

Mr. SALTONSTALL. No. 
Mr. ELLENDER. He did not complain 

about the budget; on the contrary, he 
said it was satisfactory. 

In presenting the budget, General Le
May had this to say in his presentation 
before the committee: 

It was apparent that the procurement of 
such a force within this time period was very 
improbable, but of more concern was the 
likelihood that even if we were provided such 
a force we would be unable to man and sup
port it properly. In other words, we could 
not absorb it without emergency procedures. 
Consequently, we have been focusing our at
tention on the force structure which we and 
industry can support, which the Air Force 
and the Nation can produce and absorb with
out emergency measures and which will give 
us the greatest deterrent capability practical 
for the time period. 

(Discussion off the record.) 

That was General LeMay talking about 
the budget which he submitted to the 
Joint Chiefs of Staff. It is true that Gen
eral LeMay made a personal plea for 
what he thought should be done. Let me 
read from page 1250 of the hearings: 

I think you will find that all military men 
will agree that no military task can be under
taken in these modern days until you have 
air superiority-until you have won the air
power battle. No military task can be under
taken until that is accomplished. Therefore, 
we should buy first things first and put into 
the hands of the military the weapons that 
will win this airpower battle. It is going to 
be of very short duration. If you win it, then 
you can go on and do whatever else is neces
sary and have plenty of time to build those 
forces and build them up. If you lose it, 
those other forces will do you no good if you 
have them. 

In other words, Mr. President, it is his 
belief that only SAC can win the war, 
should it come. 

He is sold on that idea. He thinks that 
if SAC is properly equipped, we can end 
a war shortly after it begins. He is very 
much impressed with that. I am not 
disagreeing with him, because I do not 
know, but I do say that the Joint Chiefs 
disagreed with him, and I am willing to 
accept their judgment. 

General LeMay made his budget 
estimate; he took into consideration 
the task which had been set before him, 
and stated that task could be ac
complished in accord with the capability 
of our Nation to produce and absorb 
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without emergency measures, without 
having to build extra plants which would 
cost hundreds of millions of dollars. 
. Mr. CHAVEZ. Mr. President, will the 

Senator yield? 
Mr. ELLENDER. I yield. 
Mr. CHAVEZ. The Senator from Lou

isiana will admit, will he not, that Gen
eral LeMay is the head of the Strategic 
Air Command? 

Mr. ELLENDER. Yes. 
Mr. CHAVEZ. So General LeMay is a 

military officer charged with the defense 
of the country and the security of the 
country. In this particular instance 
General LeMay, as the head of Strategic 
Air Command, has the responsibility of 
trying to do everything he can for the 
security of the country and for the na
tional defense. 

Mr. ELLENDER. There is no question 
about that. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. There is no question 
about that. 

Mr. ELLENDER. General Taylor is 
charged with the same thing, and Ad
miral Burke is charged with the same 
thing. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. So is General Par
tridge. 

Mr. ELLENDER. So is General Par
tridge, and so are all of them. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Is it not a fact that 
General LeMay recommended, for his 
own Strategic Air Command functions, 
$3,800,000,000? 

Mr. ELLENDER. Three billion eight 
hundred million dollars represented his 
original budget. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. That is correct. 
Mr. ELLENDER. Let me say to my 

good friend that what General LeMay 
said was in agreement with General 
Twining's testimony as to how the extra 
appropriation was to be spent, and it was 
not all to be for airplanes. He put air
planes in the third category. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. Certainly. He wanted 
manpower. 

Mr. ELLENDER. Yes. That is the 
problem, not airplanes. That is why, as 
I shall point out in a few moments, I am 
opposed to the provisions of the bill 
which provide $800 million for aircraft 
procurement and--

Mr. CHAVEZ. Let me assure the 
Senator from Louisiana that no one has 
greater respect for his intellectual in
tegrity than I have. 

Mr. ELLENDER. I thank the Sen
ator. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. I know the Senator 
from Louisiana is opposed to that pro
posal; but, after General LeMay gave his 
t estimony, and as brought out by the 
Senator from Louisiana when he read 
the report, the committee, at the in
stance of the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
RussELL], instead of allowing $3,800,-
000,000 thought that production could 
be kept up by providing $1,160,000,000, 
or one-third of what General LeMay 
asked for. Is not that correct? 

Mr. ELLENDER. I beg to differ on 
that point, because General LeMay 
stated, as I understood him, that if there 
was an increase in the production of 
B-52's, emergency measures would have 
to be taken. It would mean a broaden
ing of our plant structure, the erection 

of more plants, and other expensive ex
panions. That is the way I understood 
it. I 

Mr. CHAVEZ. I am sure the Senator 
understood it that way. 

In this morning's press, and even in 
the afternoon or the early editions of the 
afternoon press, we have seen published 
statements from General Twining, who 
also testified, and who called the budget 
estimates austere. That means tight, or 
not enough. Anyone who has a simple 
und.erstanding. of the word "austerity'' 
knows that is exactly what it means-
not enough. General Twining made that 
statement. The morning press and the 
afternoon press tell us what type of air
planes or aircraft he was shown in Soviet 
Russia. 

I do not care a thing about what Sec
retary Wilson thinks of the Senator 
from Louisiana or myself--

Mr. ELLENDER. I do not, either. 
Mr. CHAVEZ. The only justification 

for the increase is that we are taking 
seriously the idea of national security 
and defense. 

Mr. ELLENDER. I am taking it very 
seriously. I was convinced by the testi
mony I heard, and the testimony I read, 
that we are now providing all that it is 
within our capability to produce, and 
which the Joint Chiefs of Staff feel is 
necessary. I would not be at all sur
prised if, by the time the year is ended, 
the B-52 became obsolete, just as the 
B-36 did. 

Mr. CHAVEZ'. But for the moment the 
B-52 is the best we have. 

Mr. ELLENDER. I have never opposed 
requests for any amount which could eco
nomically be used for research and devel
opment. The Senator knows that to 
be so. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. That is true. The com
mittee reduced the recommendation of 
General LeMay for research and develop
ment from $200 million to $100 million. 
The Senator knows that. Now, if we do 
not take seriously this situation of na
tional security and defense, then every 
cent requested should be refused. But, 
if we do take this question seriously, we 
should not look at the dollars and cents 
alone, because the chairman of the sub
committee is convinced that the Ameri
can people are more interested in na
tional security and defense than they 
are in the dollars and cents involved. 

Has the Sena tor from Louisiana heard 
from one of his constituents, or from one 
of my constituents, or from anyone any
where in the country, that this is too 
much for national security? 

Mr. ELLENDER. When I explain to 
them that Congress has already pro
vided so much money that the funds ap
propriated could not even be obligated
and this year the Defense Department 
is ending up with over $12 billion that 
could not even be obligated__:_! am sure 
they will agree with me that we should 
not appropriate another billion dollars. 
That is my answer to the Senator from 
New Mexico. 

Mr. CHAVEZ. I understand that. 
Mr. ELLENDER. In the same vein, 

General LeMay took this position and 
said this in answer to the question of the 
Senator from New Mexico [Mr. CHAVEZ], 

and I quote the Senator from New Mex
ico: 

May I interrupt at this point? That is 
what we can build. Is that what we should 
build or should we have some .more? 

General LEMAY. We could build more, but 
it. does no good to build just airplanes unless 
you have bases, people, and support to ade
quately operate them and take care of them. 

That is the situation. 
As I shall point out, of the $1 billion 

being requested, $800 billion is to build 
new airplanes, for which General LeMay 
says we shall not have a sufficient num
ber of people to operate. 

Now, going back to the amendment 
itself, let us look at the various appro
priations involved in the suggested in
crease of $1,160,000,000-which, by the 
way, is in the bill at present. We have 
$200 million recommended for military 
construction. The only explanation of
fered by the committee for this is the 
following which I quote from the com
mittee report: 

The committee recommends an appropria
tion at this time of $200 million for "Military 
construction, Air Force," in order to pro
Yide needed funds for bases so as to make 
larger aircraft operational. Total military 
construction requests for 1957 for the Air 
Force amount to $1,228,000,000, and have not 
yet been acted upon by the Congress. In 
recommending an immediate appropriation 
of $200 million the committee acts on the 
assumption that a li):te amount will be de
ducted from the appropriation request for 
:ffiilitary construction in the supplemental 
appropriation bill, 1957. 

· I ask my colleagues, why should we 
now provide the $200 million appropria
tion when we have not as yet passed on 
the authorization? Even if we should 
-vote for the $200 million, a start could 
.not be made until the military public 
works bill is passed by the Senate. I say 
we are getting ahead of ourselves. We 
ought to wait until the milit'ary public 
works bm comes before us, and then put 
in a supplemental appropriation bill not 
only the $200 million which is requested, 
but any amount necessary and which 
may be Justified by the President and 
the Joint Chiefs of Staff. 

I frankly do not understand what 
would be gained by appropriating the 
$200 million at this time. The total 
·$1,228,000,000 for Air Force construction 
is expected to be before the appropria
tions committee for action within the 
next week or 2. . The funds involved 
-cannot be used prior to the beginning 
of the new fiscal year. At most, there
fore, we might make these funds avail
able a few days earlier than would oth
erwise be the case if we followed orderly 
procedures and considered all military 
public works at one time. 

Next, ·it · is recommended that money 
for "Operation and maintenance" be in
creased by $40 million over the amount 
requested. The only explanation offered 
by the committee is that-

An additional $40 million h as been added 
to the bill to support the increased oper
ational and force buildup. 

We have no evidence to enable us to 
determine whether that amount is suffi
cient or whether it is too large or too 
small. 
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In this connec-tion, we may recall that 

the amount requested in the budget for 
this appropriation item was approxi
mately $400 million less than the amount 
originally recommended by the air staff. 
As the House Appropriations Committee 
pointed out, however, even this amount 
involved an increase of more than $608 
million, or 19.2 percent, over the amount 
available in 1956. Since there is little 
indication that the level of Air Force 
activity in 1957 is to be some 20 percent 
above that of the current year, the 
amounts requested in the budget should 
certainly be adequate without the fur
ther increase of $40 million recom
mended by the committee. 

Mr. President, all afternoon we have 
heard debate about the bases we have 
built in Iceland and the bases we have 
built in North Africa, and it has been 
stated that they are in danger of being 
lost. Yet General LeMay and others 
have recommended that many more be 
built throughout the world. 

It seems to me that before we under
take a building program of that kind, 
we should evaluate the present situa
tion. As I have previously stated, we 
have many bases in north Africa. I 
visited all of them. We also have bases 
in Japan and in Formosa, and we are 
building some in Spain. I believe that 
before we consider constructing more 
bases of this sort, we should determine 
the extent to which we can save the 
ones we have there now, because such 
bases cost large sums of money. As 
I recall, the amount spent for these 
bases alone was almost $3 .billion. 
So, · Mr. President, before we under
take to build more overseas bases, we 
certainly should look into the feasibility 
of trying to make our present bases more 
secure, of having our bases built on prop
erty which we can rest assured will con
tinue to be available for our use. 

Next, Mr. President, $20 million is rec
ommended for "Military personnel." 
Again, the committee report merely 
states: 

The increase of $20 million is provided 
for additional personnel needed to imple
ment an augmented Air Force. 

Apparently, Mr. President, this implies 
that the number of .Air Force military 
personnel is to be increased by some 4,900 
from the 963,000 requested in the budget 
and recommended by the Air Force it
self. This is particularly confusing, 
since the various Air Force witnesses 
testified that their problem was to get 
and to retain experienced technical per
sonnel, rather than to increase the total 
!lumbers involved. Furthermore, this 
ltrength of 936,000 was recommended by 
the Air Force itself, as against an ap
proved manpower ceiling of 975,000, and 
tmdoubtedly represents the best judg
rnent of the Air Force as to the numbers 
of men it needs and can obtain next 
year. 

Mr. President, General LeMay, as well 
as General Twining and other witnesses, 
assigned top priority to the funds neces
sary in order to obtain good technicians, 
men who can take care of the aircraft 
and can fly them. They say the way 

to do that is to increase pay scales; un
doubtedly some of the three-billion-and
some-odd-thousand dollars which Gen
eral LeMay recommends is to be used 
for that purpose, and also to provide 
more fringe benefits, and so forth. 

I return to the point that General 
Twining listed the construction of air
craft as fourth in priority; and General 
LeMay classified it as third. The rest 
of the money requested was for research 
and development, for better housing and 
better pay, so as to retain the needed 
technical personnel. 

Next, Mr. President, an increase of 
$100 million is recommended by the com
mittee for Research and Development, 
over the amount requested for 1957. 
Again, only a generalized statement is 
offered to explain this increase, namely: 

The added funds are provided in order to 
expedite the research and development pro
gram of the Air Force. 

Of course, research and development 
should be given high priority. However, 
there is a definite limit to the amount of 
profitable research which can be car
ried on. The President's budget request 
for $610 million for Air Force research 
and development is $40 million more 
than the amount available in 1956. Fur
thermore, the emergency fund of the 
Secretary of Defense contains $135 mil
lion which can be transferred to the 
military departments for research and 
development; it is reasonable to assume 
that the Air Force would receive from 
this source substantial amounts to aug
ment the $610 million requested directly 
for the .Air Force. 

Mr. President, I note that the com
mittee has recommended in section 635 
language which would make the appro
priations which are available for major 
procurement of aircraft and missiles also 
available to cover the expenses of devel
opment. This will certainly add measur
ably to the funds available for research 
and development, without the additional 
$100 million proposed by the committee. 

Finally, Mr. President, the committee 
has recommended adding $800 million 
for aircraft and related procurement, 
over the $6,048,500,000 requested for this 
purpose in the budget. The committee 
report states: 

These additional funds are to be used pri
marily for increasing the production of 
heavy bombers for the Strategic Air Com
mand. At the same time, should it be 
deemed advisable, part of these added ap
propriations are available for increased pro
duction of fighter aircraft for the conti
nental defense. 

Mr. President, I do not consider my
self qualified to discuss in any detail the 
question of whether we should continue 
procuring more and more aircraft of 
types which may be partially obsoles
cent by the time they are delivered or 
which may be superseded by guided mis
siles; or the question of whether the Air 
Force could, in fact, actually absorb such 
additional aircraft. Again, I simply re
f er to page 1278 of the printed hearings, 
where General Twining responded to 
the questions ably put to him by the 
senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
SALTONSTALL] concerning the prioz:ities 

he would assign if the committee deter
mined to increase the budget allowance 
over the estimates presented to the Con
gress. General Twining replied without 
qualification as follows: 

I think, first, including the present sup
plemental, that our aircraft program is satis
factory. If I had the money-

And, Mr. President, let me say here 
that all the armed services want more 
money; we cannot find any of them that 
could not spend more money some
where-
I would put it on airbases and do something 
to keep these people in the service, like bet
ter housing and things like that. I consider 
the aircraft program is satisfactory. 

Mr. President, in view of the above
mentioned facts, I do not believe that the 
committee's recommendations to in
crease the Air Force appropriations above 
the amounts requested in the budget can 
be justified. On the same basis, there is 
no particular justification for the amend
ment to increase the amount by $500 
million. The only virtue I can find in 
the latter proposal is that it is less than 
the amount the committee has recom
mended. 

Mr. President, that concludes my 
presentation. 

I ask unanimous consent to have 
printed in the RECORD a tabulation and 
explanation entitled "Activities Support
ing the Research, Development, Test, 
and Evaluation Program in the Depart
ment of Defense," to which I referred 
earlier in my remarks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. LAIRD 
in the chair). Is there objection? 

There being no objection, the tabula
tion was ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 
ACTIVITIES SUPPORTING THE RESEARCH, DEVEL• 

OPMENT, TEsT AND EVALUATION PROGRAM IN 
THE DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 

'I'he introduction of improved weapons 
and military equipment into the combat and 
combat support forces of the Army, Navy 
and Air Force is a complicated process cov
ering many different, although related, activ
ities which must be completed before a new 
weapon or item of military equipment can 
be considered as fully developed in a military 
sense. From a military standpoint, a new 
i tern cannot be considered as fully developed 
until it is capable of performing an assigned 
combat mission, and has been assigned for 
operational use by the combat or combat sup
port forces, The lines between research, de
velopment, and procurement cannot be 
drawn precisely, particularly in areas of ra
pidly advancing technology. For purposes 
of budgetary presentation, a narrowly con
strued definition has been used for research 
and development, which does not give the 
full measure of our research, development, 
test, and evaluation effort. Thus, while the 
fiscal year 1957 budget requests a total of 
over $1.6 billion for the category specifically 
identified as research and development, it 
can reasonably be estimated from currentiy 
available data that the funds for research 
and development plus funds for activities 
directly supporting the research, develop
ment, test and evaluation program aggregate 
about $5.2 billion for fiscal year 1957. This 
may be compared with an estimiated $3 .4 bil
lion in fiscal year 1955 and $3.8 billion in 
fiscal year 1956 for the same purposes. The 
estimates of funds programed for research, 
development, test, and evaluation in fiscal 
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year 1955, fiscal year 1956, and fiscal year 
1957 are derived as follows: 

1. New obligational authority, research 
and development appropriations:. 

[Millions of dollars] 

Fiscal 
year 
1955 

Fiscal 
y ear . 
1956 

Fiscal 
year _ 
1957 

-----------!---------
Army ________________________ $366. 3 $421. 3 
Kavy_________________________ 434. 4 474. 2 
Air Force___ __________________ 420. 4 598, 0 
Emergency fund __ ; ___ :. _____ : _ (1) - · (l) 

TotaL _________________ 1, 221- 1 1,493.5 

$410 
493 
610 

1135 

1,648 

1 Transfers included in Army, Navy, and Air Force 
figures. · 

2 Includes $50 million transfer authority. 

2_ Supporting activities directly related to 
research and development: Certain of the 
requirements in direct support of the re
search and development program are not in
cluded in the research and development ap
propriations, but are included in other ap
propriations which provide the same general 
type of .support for all military programs. 
These include military construction, indus:
trial f~c.ilities financed under proc.uremen~ 
appropriations and the pay and allowances 
of military personnel. On the basis of de:.. 
tailed program data, the amounts · in these 
appropriations that are directly related to 
the activities financed under the research 
and development appropriations are. esti
m •ated as follows: · 

[Millions of dollars] 

Fiscal Fiscal Fiscal 
year year y ear 
1955 1956 1957 

------------ ---------
(a) Military construction: 

Anny_ - --------- ---- ---Navy ____ __________ ____ _ 
Air Force ______________ _ 

1.9 
9. 7 

109. 3 

8. 0 
63. 0 
98. 5 

SubtotaL___________ _ 120. 9 169. 5 

43.1 
55: 9 

224. 9 

323, 9 

(b) Industrial facilities :· . Army ______ _ _____________________________ ____ _ 
Navy __ _____ ___ ________ ~_ __ __ __ _ ________ 34. 5 

Air ]force______________ _ 45. 2 88. 1 52. 7 

SubtotaL____________ 45. 2 

(c) Military personnel: Army _________________ _ 
Navy __ ____ __ __________ _ 
Air Force ______________ _ 

35. 9 
41. 5 

100. 8 

88.1 

40. 7 
43. 4 

103. 8 

SubtotaL____________ 178. 2 187. 9 

(d) D epartment of Defense 
total: 

Mili tary construction __ _ 
Industrial facilities ____ _ 
Military personneL ___ _ 

120. 9 
45. 2 

178. 2 

169. 5 
88.1 

187. 9 

TotaL________________ 344. 3 445. 5 

Army_-----------------------N avy _______________________ _ 
Air Force ____________________ _ 

37. 8 
51. 2 

255. 3 

48. 7 
106. 4 
290. 4 

87. 2 

46.3 
43. 8 

106. 2 

196. 3 

323. 9 
87. 2 

196- 3 

607. 4 

89. 4 
134. 2 
383. 8 

3. Items under development, test, and eval
uation: Many of the programs for develop
ing new weapons and military equipment 
have, as the result of previous years research 
efforts, reached a stage where it is necessary 
to procure preliminary production items in 
limited quantities for test and evaluation 
as to: 

(a) The soundness of the engineering de
sign; 

(b) The feasibility of the production de
sign; and 

(c) The operational suitability of weapons 
or equipment from a military standpoint, 
prior to standardization for operational use 
and large scale production for issue or in-
ventory. · 

Major engineering changes and improve
ments must be made in new developments, 
provisionally accepted for limited production 
and use, to satisfy the need for achieving 

ear1y· operational capabilities with the most 
modern ·weapons attainable in support of 
national security policy. All procurement 
items which have been standardized or oth
erwise approved for service use within · the 
military departments have been excluded 
from the following estimates. Procurement 
items which are not standardized, to the ex
tent they can be identified at this time, are 
.considered as being under development and 
are estimated as follows: 

[Millions of dollars] 

Fiscal Fiscal 
year y ear 
1955 1956 

(a) Aircraft: 

Fiscal 
year 
1957 

Army _______________________ ___ ___ ____ _ ______ _ _ 
N a vy___________________ 60. 4 10. 9 305. 8 
Air Force_______________ 755. 3 152. 4 216. 1 

SubtotaL ____________ ~ 163: 3 52L9 
(b) Guided missiles: Army ___ ______________ _ 

Navy ______ ________ ____ _ 
Air Force ___ ___ ________ _ 

168. 7 
70.0 

418. 4 

83.0 
104.3 
810. 9 

453.0 
146.5 

1,266.2 

SubtotaL___________ _ 657.1 998. 2 1,865. 7 

(c) Ships: 

t1
~L----------------- ---41. 1- --m. 6- ---isi6 Air Force _______ ________ ____ ____ __ ____ __ _______ _ 

SubtotaL___________ _ 41. 7 177. 6 153. 6 

(d) Other: _ . Anny _________________ _ 
Navy ___ _______________ _ 
Air Force ______________ _ 

39. 7 
26.0 

246. 2 

165. 2 
33. 1 

292. 7 

100.0 
48. 9 

249. 1 

SubtotaL____________ 311. 9 491. O 398.-0 

(e) Department oI Defense 
total: Aircraft_ ___ __ ___ _______ _ 

Guided missiles ________ _ 
Snips ___ ___ "- ____ ____ __ _ 
Other __________________ _ 

815. 7 
657.1 

41. 7 
311. 9 

163. 3 521. 9 
998. 2 1, 865. 7 
177. 6 153. 6 
491. 0 398. 0 

ToJ;aL _______________ 1,826.4 1,830: 1 2, 939.'2 

Army___ _____________________ 208.4 248. 2 553. 0 
654.S 

1,731.4 
N avy_____ __________________ __ 198.1 325. 9 
Air Force ________ ____________ _ 1,419.9 1,256. o 

4. Summary: The ldentifiable amounts 
programed in the fiscal year 1957 budget for 
research ·and development, and in support 
of the -research, development, test, and eval
uation program can be summarized as fol
lows: 

[Millions of dollars] 

Fiscal 
year 
1955 

Fiscal Fiscal 
y ear year 
1956 1957 

-----------!---------
(a) Army: 

Research and develop-
m ent ___ ____ ___ __ __ · __ _ 

Activities supporting re
search and develop-. ment ___ ____ ___ __ ______ _ 

D evelopment, t est, and 
evaluation items _______ _ 

SubtotaL _____________ _ 

(b) Navy: 
Research and develop-

ment _______ ___ ____ ____ _ 
Act ivities support ing re

search and develop-ment ___ ___ __ _________ _ _ 

Development, test, and 
evaluation items _______ _ 

SubtotaL ______________ _ 

· (c) Air Force: 
R esearch and develop-

366. 3 421.3 410.0 

37.8 48. 7 89. 4 

208. 4 248. 2 553. 0 
------ ---

612. 5 718. 2 1,052.4 
---------

434. 4 474. 2 493.0 

51.2 106. 4 134. 2 

198.1 · 325.9 654.8 
---- - - ---

683. 7 906. 5 1, 282. 0 
====== 

ment__________ __ ___ ____ 420. 4 598. o 610.0 
Activities supporting re- , 

search and develop-
ment__________ _______ __ 255. 3 290. 4 383.8 

Development, test, and 
evaluation items ________ 1,419.9 1,256. o 1,731.4 

---------
Subtotal__ ______________ 2,095. 6 2, 144- 4 2,725.2 

(d) Interservi.ce (emergency = = = 
fund)___________________ _______ _ _______ _ 135. O 

=,==,==== 

1Millioi:J.s of dollars] 

Fiscal 
y ear 
1955 

Fiscal Fic;cal 
year y ear 
1956 1957 ___________ , ___ ------

(e) Department of Defense 
total: 

R esearch and d evelop-
ment __________ ____ _____ 1,221. f 1,493.5 1,648. 0 

Activities supporting re-
search and develop- . 
ment_ ___ ________ ___ ____ 344. 3 445. 5 607. 4 

D evelopment, test, and ' 
eva1uati0n items ________ 1,826.4 1,830.1 2,939. 2 

5_ Items not estimated: In addition to the 
above program items which could be identi
fied from data pres~ntly. available, there are 
other activities of the Department of De~ 
fense and the three military departments 
which provide significant support to the re
-search and-development programs, but which 
have not been included because the amounts 
-applicable to the research and development 
program cannot be readily identified. These 
Jtems include, but are not limited to, the 
following: 

(a) Departmental administrative costs. 
(b) The regular operating and mainte

nance cost of military ships, aircraft, and 
troop -µnits used in conducting tests. 

( c) The pay and allowances of military 
personnel attached to regular military units 
used in conducting ·tests other than specific 
operational evaluation organizations. 

(d) Costs which are part of production 
contracts requjred for .the further develop
ment of standardized items which must be 
.adapte<;l to other uses or improveq. in per-
formance. . . . 

(e) The regular military costs, associated 
with operational and training units, required 
in the process of phasing out obsolete weap
ons and phasing in improved weapons, such 
as the changeover from propeller driven air
craft to turbojet aircraft. 

Mr_ SALTONSTALL. Mr. President, 
will the Senator from Louisiana yield for 
a brief statement? 

Mr. ELLENDER. Yes. 
Mr . . SA~TON~TALL. First, iet me 

commend the Senator from Louisiana 
upon the care with which he has built up 
his argument, for his faithful attend
ance upon the committee's hearings, and 
for his knowledge of the subject. 

The Senator from Louisiana has made 
a statement about the proposed increase 
in the amount of $500 million. As one 
who advocated that amendment, let me 
say that I agree with the Senator from 
Louisiana that the budget as a whole is 
carefully worked out, and is the budget 
of the administration. 

In the Department of Defense, particu
larly in the Air Force, there :are a num
ber of persons who say that additional 
funds can reasonably be spent for re-

-search. There is ample testimony on 
that point. 

Then there is the question of funds for 
maintenance and operation. The funds 
available for that purpose may run short 
during the year. So there is some jus
tification for the appropriation for that 
purpose of an additional amount of $30 
million. 

In the case of personnel, we wish to 
build up the strength of our technical 
personnel; all of us agree on that point. 
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So .the 1ssue resolves itself -to the pro

curement of aircraft ,and whether the 
procurement of more aircraft should be 
provided for in this year's budget. 

According to my view of the matter, 
although in that case the budget itself 
will provide for procurement of the air
craft the Air Force says it needs and says 
it can get along with, even though Gen
eral LeMay and General Partridge -feel 
they could use more-and probably they 
could use more-yet General Twining 
and Secretary Quarles say they are 
satisfied. 

It is an austere budget, and the funds 
available for aircraft production must be 

-figured very closely. Therefore, if we 
appropriate an additional $350 million, 
there will be a certain degree of flexibility 
which will allow the Air .Force a little 
more leeway in building B-52's, if that is 
the thing to do, or in building aircraft .of 
other types, if that is the thing to do. At 
any rate, such an additional appropria
tion will give the Air Force a little more 
flexibility from the present very austere 
budget, from a banking point of view, in 
paying for aircraft procurement. In my 
view, that is the argument in favor of 
making an increase of $500 million, in
stead of a.n increase of $1,162,000,000, as 
recommended by a majority of the com
mittee. 

Mr . . ELLENDER. Mr. President, if 
the .President of the United States and 
the Joint Chiefs of Staff present us with 
a new budget estimate for such an ad
ditional amount-and let me say that I 
assume that when General Twining re
turns from Russia., he will have a great 
deal to say-then it may be necessary to 
increase the budget. .But I do not see 
the necessity for increasing the budget 
at this time, in view of the fact-as I 
have pointed out-that ·even -with 
amounts recommended by the military, 
there will be more than $12 billion of 
unobligated funds at the end of the next 
fiscal year. 

The only thing an increase in the 
budget would achieve, may I say to my 
good friend from Massachusetts, would 
be further to 'increase the amounts of 
unobligated year-end ba1ances. The 
Senator knows that I have constantly 
taken the posltion that the .armed serv
ices should not come before us and ask 
for more money than they can spend. 
As I have pointed out on many occasions, 
the fact that they have so much money 
to spend leads to the purchase of a great 
many supplies that are far beyond the 
capacity of our armed services to use. 

Mr. SALTONSTALL. Mr. President, 
will the Senator further yield? 

Mr. ELLENDER. I yield. 
Mr. -SALTONSTALL. The Senator 

speaks about the unobligated balances. 
About $2 ½ billion -of the unobligated 
balance is in the 1957 budget. In other 
words, in round figures, they are asking 
for $36.8 billion, and they 'B.re adding 
$2.5 billion, which makes a total of $38.8 
billion, in round figures. 

Mr. ELLENDER. Yes; but if we add 
to that amount the unobligated balances 
from the previous year we will end the 
year for which we are appropriating 
money, as I pointed out, with almost $12 
billion unobligated. Nine billion dollars 
of it is actual cash on hand, so to speak, 
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.and the ·remainder is to be earned from 
the sale of hardware through MDAP. · 

.Mr. SALTONSTALL. When the fig
ure goes below $10 billion of unobligated 
balances in the entire Department of 
Defense, we get down to a position 
which is estimated to be about as low as 
it should get. · In other words, that fig-

. ure represents the bank balance. How 
much they can go below $10 billion is a 
question which has not been determined. 

Mr . . ELLENDER. Secretary Wilson 
stated to .us last year that he intended 
to continue whittling away at the figure 

· until he got 1t down to $5 billion or $6 
billion. 

Mr. SALTONSTALL. I think that is 
· a little low. 

Mr. ELLENDER. I am sure that an 
amount of that size would be far more 
than the amount really necessary to 
carry as unobligated. 

Mr. SALTONSTALL. I think he now 
estimates that "$8 billion or $.9 billion 
would be the appropriate figure, rather 
than $5 billion or $6 billion. 

. EXTENSION OF DEFENSE PRODUC
TION ACT OF 1950 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before 
· the Senate a message from the House 
of Representatives announcing its dis
agreement to the amendments of the 
Senate to the bill (H. R. 9852) to extend 
the Defense Production Act of 1950, as 
amended, and for other purposes, and 
requesting a conference with the Senate 
on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon. 

Mr. SPARKMAN. I move that the 
Senate insist upon its amendments, .agree 
to the request of the House for a confer
ence, and that the Chair appoint the 
conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to; and the 
Presiding Officer appointed Mr. FUL
BRIGHT, Mr. ROBERTSON, Mr. SPARKMAN, 
Mr. FREAR, Mr. BRICKER, .Mr. BENNETT, 
and Mr. BusH -conferees on the part of 
the Senate. 

EXTENSION OF EXPORT CONTROL 
ACT OF 1949 

The PRESIDING OFFICER laid before 
the Senate a message from the House of 
Representatives announcing its disagree
ment to the amendments of the Senate 
to the bill (H. R. 9052) to amend the Ex
port Control Act of 1949 to continue for 
an additional period of 2 years the au-

, thority provided thereunder for the reg
ulation of exports, and requesting a con
ference with the Senate on the disagree
ing votes of the two Houses thereon. 

Mr. SPARKMAN. I move that the 
. Senate insist upon its amendments, agree 

to the request of the House for a confer
ence, and that the Chair appoint the 
conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to; and the 
Presiding Officer appointed Mr. Fut.
BRIGHT, Mr. ROBERTSON, Mr. SPARKMAN, 
Mr. FREAR, Mr. BRICKER, Mr. BENNETT, 
and Mr. BusH conferees on the part of 
the Senate. 

Mr. SPARKMAN. I suggest the ab
sence of a quorum. 

'The PRESIDING OFFICER. 'The clerk 
will call the roll. 

'The Chief Clerk proceeded to can the 
roll. 

Mr. SPARKMAN. Mr. President, I ask 
unanimous consent that the order for the 
quorum call be rescinded. r 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

FEDERAL AID TO EDUCATION 

Mr. LEHMAN. Mr. President, legisla
tion authorizing Federal aid for school 
construction has been pending before the 
Senate and the Congress since the first 
days of 1955. We have had 2 sets of 
proposals from the administration-1 
impossible and 1 just inadequate. Other 
legislative formulations have also been 
pending on the same subject both in the 
House and the Senate. 

I am myself deeply committed to the 
general proposition <>f Federal aid for 
school construction. I believe in it with 
all my heart and I am, indeed, a co
sponsor of a legislative formulation in-

. traduced .last year by the distinguished 
senior Senator from Alabama [Mr. HILL], 
who is chairman of the Labor and Pub
lic Welfare Committee, which has juris
diction over leg1slation on this subject. 

Last year that committee, of which I 
am proud to be a member, held exten
sive hearings on all the legislative pro
posals on this matter that were before 
us. The Education ana. Labor Commit
tee of the House has even more recently 
held extensive hearings on the same sub
ject. The House committee has reported 
a bill, and the Rules Committee has 
granted a rule. Consideration of this 
legislation in the House is scheduled to 
begin this week. 

It ha.s taken 2 years to move this legis
lation to even this point of considera
tion. We here all know-although I 
doubt whether the general public 
knows-why ,this legislation has moved 
so slowly and hesitantly, despite the fact 
that it is "must" legislation, so labeled 
by the President of the United States and 
the majority leadership of both the 
House and the Senate. 

The reason for the delay and hesita
tion on legislation for Federal aid for 
school construction, despite the great 
need and the overwhelming public sup
port for it has been the fear in both the 
House and Senate of confronting an 
antisegregation amendment. 

The fear has been commonly expressed 
that if such an amendment is offered, it 
will set-off an explosive debate and a fili
buster in the Senate, and will 1nterfere 
with the rest of the legislative program 
in the Senate. I am afraid that there 
may have been other and less worthy mo
tives involved, too. 

Mr. President, I favor an antisegrega
tion amendment quite as much as I favor 
the basic legislation itself-and I have 
been a supporter of Federal aid for edu
cation and have fought for it ever since 
I became a Member of the Senate and 
for many years before that. 

As soon as the question was raised 
last year I announced that I would sup
port an antisegregation amendment and 
that I would, in fact, submit one and do 
my best to insure that such an amend
ment comes to a vote in the Senate. 
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On numerous occasions since then I 
have said the same thing, on the floor 
of the Senate, to the press and in public 
speeches. I gave my pledge that I would 
submit such an amendment, would sup-
port it, and fight for it. · 

That is my intention still and, indeed, 
my determination, as we face the pros
pect and the necessity of considering and 
debating school aid legislation in the 
days and weeks ahead. 

But at this point, Mr. President, I feel 
that it is desirable to let the Senate know 
exactly what is in my mind-speaking 
only for myself-when I ref er to an 
antisegregation amendment. Many dif
ferent versions of such an amendment, 
representing radically different ap
proaches and even radically different 
concepts, have been suggested during the 
past 2 years. Indeed, there has been a 
progressive evolution of thinking in re
gard to this amendment on my part and 
on the part of others to whom this sub
ject has been of primary concern. 

These developments in approach and 
concept have followed, in a general way, 
the developing pattern of compliance 
with and resistance to the Supreme 
Court decision and decree in the school 
segregation cases. 

This pattern has now taken definite 
shape, in its broad outlines, although 
changes in detail are occurring in dif
ferent parts of the country almost every 
day. 

The amendment which I have worked 
out is designed to meet the situation as it 
has actually developed, and as it is ex
pected to continue to develop in the 
months ahead. I do not claim perf ec
tion of language for my amendment. 
But I do submit it as my contribution to 
our thinking on this crucial subject. 

It is my impression that the public 
generally and even the Senate has a 
mistaken impression of what most of 
us mean today-and certainly of what 
I mean-in referring to an antisegration 
amendment. The general impression is 
that we mean an amendment to the 
school aid bill that would undertake to 
force desegration or at the least, 
compliance with the Supreme Court de
cision and decree. 

Mr. President, deeply as I desire to see 
total desegregation come about without 
a moment's needless delay, I doubt 
whether the school-aid bill is an appro
priate vehicle to enforce this purpose. 
Nor do I believe it would be possible to 
draft an amendment to the school-aid 
bill which would of itself achieve this 
result. It would be like trying to stop 
a rampaging bull elephant with a bean
shooter. 

No, Mr. President, I do not propose, 
in this measure, that we try to prohibit 
segregation or enforce the decision of the 
Supreme Court. 

That has been shown to be far too com
plex and immeasurably difficult a matter 
to be handled so casually and simply. 

What I propose, Mr. President, is sim
ply to restrain the Federal Government 
froni aiding and abetting segregation and 
from helping to deepen the segregation 
pattern which so many States are trying 
in such a herculean manner to eradicate. 

I propose, Mr. President--and I shall 
go into some further detail in a mo-

ment-a legislative formula which will educate more children in the illegal prac
permit the Federal Government to aid tice of segregation. 
those States which are making these ef- Mr. President, I do not fear a filibuster. 
forts, in some cases against stubborn I am not sure a filibuster will develop. I 
local defiance, and those localities which think we are going to have a very high 
are making such efforts, in some cases level, if somewhat prolonged, debate on 
against the opposition of the State ad- this subject when this bill reaches the 
ministrations. My purpose, in essence, floor of the Senate, after which I hope 
is to see to it that the legislative and we shall be able to proceed to a vote. 
executive branches of the Federal Gov- I have formulated an amendment 
ernment should not work in opposition which is, in my judgment, the height of 
to the mandate of the Constitution and reasonableness, containing what I feel to 
the direction being charted by the Su- be the minimal requirements-and they 
preme Court and being followed by the are very mild ones indeed-governing 
lower courts in bringing about compli- the payment by the Federal Government 
ance with the basic law of the land. to the states and localities of school-

I propose a law-and-order amendment, construction money which is raised by 
not to enforce law and order, and op- the taxation of all the people, regardless 
servance of the Constitution, but to pre- of race, color, or creed. 
vent the Federal Government from being The state of New York and its people 
an accomplice in the violation of law and pay about 20 percent of the taxes which 
order and of the Constitution. will be devoted to this program of Fed-

Strongly as I feel on the subject, I shall eral grants to the 48 States. The people 
not even begin to undertake, in the course of my state will not willingly pay such 
of these remarks today, to make the ar- taxes if their money is to be used to 
guments for the Constitution, for the deepen a segregation pattern that is both 
Supreme Court· decision, for the observ- violative of. the constitution and repug
ance of law and order, for desegregation nant to their sense of moral values. 
and against the present practices in cer- As I have said, I do not fear a filibuster 
tain States and localities in maintaining on this amendment. I think the senate 
segregated schools and defying the law can force a vote on this legislation, if 
of the land. '.l'hese I will make at another t 11 t d d 1 b 1· 
t . there is he wi o o so. An e ieve 
ime. . there is the will to do so, both in the 

My purpose today is to set.forth ~Y .,. Senate and in the country at large. 
concept . of what an appropriate anti- Mr. President, the lower courts are 
segregati<;m amendment should be, rather handling the matter of compliance with 
than to give the reasons why !llY amend- the supreme court decision and decree 
mei:it should be adopt~d. I wil.l leave the in the letter and spirit of that decision 
maJor arguments for its adoption to that and that decree. It will admittedly be a 
day when I offer and call up my amend- long and drawn-out process to bring 
ment. about completely the end of segregation 

I know that among the opponents of in the schools. Scores of different legal 
such an amendment are people of good devices have been improvised and still 
will who are fundamentally committed more are undoubtedly going to be impro
to the cause of law and order and the vised in efforts to evade and avoid com
Constitution, who recognize and accept pliance 
the decision of ~he Supreme Court in the A ju~gle of laws and executive orders 
school segregat10n cases and even some has already sprung up in some of the 
who are strongly opposed on b.oth moral Southern states designed actively to pre
and l~gal grounds to the practice of seg- vent, evade, and even penalize compli
regati~n. . . . . . ance. on the other hand, some States 

Their opposi~ion is mamly .directed ~o- are doing nothing but watching and 
ward the offermg of an antisegregation waiting, letting their localities do what 
amendment. They feel that s~ch .an they will about desegregation. Still 
amendment threatens t~e l~gis~ative other state administrations are moving 
prospects of th~ school~aid bill itself. actively to desegregate their schools. 
They fear a fihbuster m the Senate. And some of these are meeting strong op
They f~ar finally that such an amend- position on the part of some localities. 
ment will be su~porte~ by. the. opponents Perhaps it would be desirable to enact 
?f any scho?l-a1d legislation m order to comprehensive legislation to supplement 
1~duc_e a fihbuster and stop the school- the efforts of the court in enforcing the 
aid bill. law and in meeting the varied and vari-

Mr. President, I do not think anyone able situations which have arisen and 
can accuse me of being less than whole- will yet arise. Obviously, the situation 
hearted in my support of school-aid leg- is very complex and changes from day to 
islation. I doubt whether any member day, .and any legislation to .implement 
of the Senate has supported the cause of and enforce the pertinent prohibition of 
Federal aid to education more consist- the 14th amendment would have to be 
ently, and more strongly, than I. I agree most carefully drawn and carefully con
as to the high importance of this legisla- sidered. 
tion, for the sake of our children and I do not have such a bill in mind even 
for the sake of the Nation. in its general outlines, although I think 

But, Mr. President, I feel that the it would be good idea. I want to em
cause of law and order represents an phasize that the amendment I am talk
even higher principle. I believe, more- ing about today has no such intent and 
over, that it is morally reprehensible for purpose. And until such comprehensive 
the Federal Government, in its efforts to legislation is drafted and enacted, the 
improve the level of education by build- courts must continue to bear their pres
ing more school facilities to aid and abet ent burden of responsibility for effec
the defiance of law and order, and to help tuating the intent of the Constitution. 
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The President of the United States, 

and the executive branch, also have a 
major responsibility in this reg-ard. .It 
is the President's duty to enforce the 
laws of the United States. Thus far 
there has been no move by the President 
to discharge this responsibility and per
form this duty, in regard to the Consti
tution and its prohibition against seg
regated schools. 

It has been suggested that the Presi
dent might very properly take into con
sideration, ·in disbursing the moneys we 
expect to vote for .school construction, 
his sworn duty to support the Constitu
tion and enf<;>.rce the laws of the land. 
But I have seen no indication, despite 
repeated representations made to him 
on this score, that be intends to dis
charge his responsibility and duty in this 
connection. 

It must be conceded that it would be 
very difficult for the President or his 
commissioner of education to determine, 
with regard to every school district in 
the land, whether each one is, in fact, 
proceeding in good faith and with de
liberate speed to undertake the process 
of desegregation, in accordance with the 
constitutional and Supreme Court man
date. It must be conceded that this 
would require a vast investigative, adju_
dicative and administrative machinery 
to gather the facts, assess them and act 
on the basis of them, in awarding the 
grants to be provided under the Federal 
aid legislation. 

I think my amendment wo1ald avoid 
this difficulty. It would provide a guide 
and a standard for the President and 
the commissioner of education and 
would make it unnecessary for the ex
ecutive branch to duplicate the work of 
the courts in this regard. 

It is to be remembered-and empha
sized-that the whole school aid pro
gram is an emergency program. It is a 
2-year program, a one-shot program. 
Once the money authorized is expended 
in the form of gr.ants, the program will 
be finished. Except under the very spe
cial circumstances of clear violation of 
the terms of the agreements to be en
tered into between the Federal Govern
ment and the States, there will be no 
way . of recapturing the money granted. 

So, Mr. President, it is vital that the 
conditions for recefving the money in the 
first place be clearly stipulated. And 
the school-aid legislation we will be con
sidering already sets forth many such 
conditions and requirements, all of 
which are to be included, in the case of 
each State, in a State plan, which is to 
be subject to the approval of the Federal 
Commissioner of Education. 

My amendment, Mr. President, very 
simply includes among the conditions and 
requirements to be set forth in the State 
plan by the designated State· agency 
which is to handle the program in each 
State, a certification that the money 
granted will be ~sed in projects in con
formity with the Constitution and the 
applicable decisions of the Supreme 
Court prohibiting discrimination based 
on race and color. 

This requirement does not go beyond 
the Supreme Court decision, thus involv
ing only a certification of what the Court 
defined as good faith ·efforts, with de-

liberate speed, fo desegregate, in reg-ard 
-to the schools to be built or improved 
with the funds authorized by this legis
lation. 

My amendment does not propose judg
ment or the assessment of past policies 
,or practices in .l"egard to. segregation, but 
.only those designed for application to the 
schools which would be improved or 
built with the Federal funds now pro
posed to be paid to the States and the 
local school districts. 

If the designated State agency could 
not or would not make such a certifica
tion, the funds which would otherwise be 
allocated to that State would be held in 
escrow until such a certification could be 
and was made. 

To meet the case of States where some 
localities are proceeding in good faith 
to desegregate and some are refusing or 
are resisting, my amendment provides 
that the designated State agency can 
enter a certification for those localities 
which are moving in good faith, with the 
appropriate speed, in a lawful direction, 
and . which can receive an appropriate 
grant. In such cases, the remaining 
money that would otherwise be allocated 
to defiant school districts in that Stat-e 
would be kept in escrow until the proper 
certification -can be made for those dis
tricts, too. 

The third and final provision in my 
amendment is designed to meet the sit
uation where the State agency refuses 
or is unwilling or unable to make the 
required certification for any school dis.-

. trict · in the State, but where the:r:e are 

. individual school districts which are 
themselves willing and able to make such 
a certification. In these cases, the school 

. districts in question could submit a cer
tification directly to the Federal Gov
ernment, together with · a fulfillment of 
other requirements of the law, and if 
they submit a plan which is otherwise 
acceptable, they will be eligible to re
ceive proportionate grants. In such a 
case the remainder of the money for 
that State would be held in escrow un
til the State agency is ready and will-

. ing to submit a certification and a plan. 
Mr. President, that is all there is to 

my amendment. It is simple. It is nar
rowed to its absolute essentials. It is 
mild. It is not punitive, repressive, on
erous or coercive. I believe it should 
be acceptable to the overwhelming ma
jority of the Southern States, as well 
as to the North. 

I hope my amendment will be care
fully scrutinized and discussed by my 
colleagues. I hope that if they have 
constructive suggestions as to either 
language or terminology, they will make 
such suggestions to me, in anticipation 
of the time when this measure will come 
before us in the Senate. 

This amendment is drafted in rela
tion to S. 5, the bill introduced by the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. HILL] and 
a number of cosponsors, including my
self. It may be that the House bill or 
some · entirely dffferent version will be 
before us when we finally take up, for 

r debate and vote~ this subject matter. 
If so, at that time, my amendment will 
be modified accordingly, in form, al

. though not in principle or in substance, 
and also in eonsideration -of any con-

structive suggestions which may be 
made between now and then. 

I wish to emphasize· -again that the 
argument over whether it is desirable 
to offer an amendment on this subject 
.at all is academic. I give notice now, 
as .I .have .so frequently in the past, that 
I am going to offer this amendment, or 
a modified version thereof, if I am here 
when the basic legislation is called up 
for consideration. 

I continue to reserve for future de
cision, depending upon parliamentary 
and strategic considerations, the ques
tion of whether I will offer this amend
ment in the Labor Committee, of which 
I am a member, or on the floor when the 
bill is called up. 

I want to make sure that this amend
ment comes to a vote. It is a simple 
amendment and all who wish to do so 
may study it between now and when 
this bill comes before us. 

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con
sent that the amendment ab.out which 

.I have been talking, in its tentative form 
as to language, be printed in the record 
at .this point in my remar~s. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
amendment will be received, appro
priately referred, and printed; and, with
out objection, the amendment will be 
printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the amend
ment was referred to the Committee on 
Labor and Public Welfare, and ordered 

. to be printed in the RECORD~ as follows: 
On page 5, after line 2, insert the follow

ing as paragraph (3) ,and .renumber subse
.quent paragraphs accordingly: 

"Contain a certification that all school 
facilities intended to be provided in whole or 
in part thereunder will be used in conformity 
with the Constitution of the United States 
and the applicable decisions of the Supreme 
Court of the United States relating to dis-

. cr1minations based upon race or color. In 

. the event that the State agency is unable 
to include as part of the State plan such a 
certification with respect to every local 
school agency within its jurisdiction apply
ing for a project under the provisions of 
this act, within the time limit -prescribed by 
the Commissioner for the submission of such 
plans, then only the projects of the State 
and such local school agencies as to which 
such certification is made shall be considered 
as part of any State plan. In the event that 
the State agency does not include any cer
tification as part of the State plan within the 
time limit prescribed by the Commissioner 
for the submission of such plans, the Com
missioner is authorized, with regard to any 
local school agency, within such State, which 
is able to submit such certification on its 
own behalf, and is otherwise qualified to re
ceive payments under this act, upon appli
cation and appropriate certification, to re
gard such local school agency as a State 
agency and the separate local school agency 
plans as State plans, subject otherwise to the 
pertinent requirements of this section and 
such other requirements as the Commis
sioner, by regulation, may prescribe. Upon 
approval of such local school agency plans, 
allotments in such amounts as the Commis
sioner may determine as being fair propor
tionate shares of the amoun:t that would 
otherwise be allotted to the State whereof 
the lo.cal school district is a part shall be 
made to .such local school agency under the 
formulae prescribed . in section 4 of this act, 
so far as may be applicable. In the event 
that any State fails to qualify, under the 
terms of this paragraph, for such payments 
in whole or in part, to which it would other-

- wise be entitled under -the provisions of this 



10910 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD_, SENATE June 25 
act, the sum or sums which would otherwise 
have been paid to the State shall be retained 
in a special fund tn the Treasury, .until such 
time as the disqualified State on its own 
behalf or on behalf of the disquali~ed local 
school agencies within the State is able to 
make the certification required by this para
graph, unless or until Congress shall other
wise dispose." 

On page 8, line 2, insert after the word 
••thereof" the following: "or any separable 
part thereof as provided in paragraph (3) of 
subsection 5 (a)." 

On page 8, line 4, insert after the word 
"thereof" the following: "or part thereof as 
provided in paragraph (3) of subsection 5 
(a)." 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, wiil 
the Senator from New York yield for a 
question? 

Mr. LEHMAN. I yield. 
Mr. DOUGLAS. First, I congratulate 

the Senator from New York upon his 
devotion to the principle of nondiscrimi
nation in American life, his assistance, 
and his ingenuity. For what it is worth, 
I may say that it is my intention to sup
port the amendment offered by the Sen
ator from New York when it is offered. 

There is one question, however, I 
should like to ask about the technical de
tails of the amendment which the Sena
tor is proposing. Suppose a State cer
tifies that it is following the decisions of 
the Supreme Court in this matter-de
cisions which, as we all know, do not 
require . immediate desegregation, but 
merely progress toward desegregation
but, in fact, the State is not doing so. 
What powers, if any, would the Federal 
agency concerned-presumably the De
partment of Health, Education, and Wel
fare-have in such a case? 

Mr. LEHMAN. I should say it would 
have exactly the same powers which it 
now has in many similar situations in 
other fields. Before a State can receive 
financial aid for relief, for medical care, 
for rehabilitation, or for aid to the crip
pled and the blind, and similar programs, 
it must submit a plan to the Federal 
Government, as is proposed by my 
amendment. 

The Federal Government will study 
the plan carefully and will either approve 
or disapprove it. If it approves the plan, 
it does so, of course, with the under
standing that the plan will be carried 
out loyally, honestly, and fairly by the 
State which has entered into an agree
ment with the Federal Government. If 
the State does not carry out the plan
and this has happened in the past-the 
Federal Government can decide that the 
provisions of the agreement have not 
been carried out or have not been ob
served by the State, and can merely cut 
off all aid. That practice has been fol
lowed in a great many instances, as I 
feel certain my distinguished colleague 
from Illinois knows. During the time I 
was Governor of my State, there were 
som-e cases in which the Federal Govern
ment questioned whether the plan which 
had been mutually agreed to by the Fed
eral Government and the State for Fed
eral aid and assistance had been prop
erly and adequately carried out. 

In some instances, it was found that 
the plan had not been carried out by the 
State of New York. In that situation, 
steps were taken promptly to remedy the 
condition. But if the State had not 

taken such steps, tlie Federal Govern- This release is in the nature of a report 
ment would have been completely with- which has been under study for some 
in its right to have cut off-and it would time by a grant from the Fund for the 
have had the power to do so-the Fed- Republic, and the report is in the nature 
eral aid which had been agreed to in ac- of an attack on America's radio, tele
cordance with the legislation and under vision, and motion-picture industries, 
a plan which had been mutually ap- and also against the Congress of the 
proved by the State and the Federal United States, some· of its committees, 
Government. and, strangely enough, against some in-

Mr. DOUGLAS. I thank the Senator dividual American businessmen. The 
from New York. I suppose it is true that attack is directed against these various 
in the vast majority of cases the States targets because this report of the Fund 
which did not intend to abide by the for the Republic alleges they have been 
decisions of the Supreme Court would engaging in what the Fund terms 
not agree to certification, and therefore, "blacklisting" activities against Com
in a sense, would deny themselves the munists and Communist . sympathizers 
Federal aid. Is not that true? and associates in the entertainment and 

Mr. LEHMAN. I think that is abso- advertising business. 
lutely true. It appears that the Fund for the Re-

Mr. DOUGLAS. So the amendment public is rapidly endeavoring to deserve 
which the Senator from New York has the designation of being the ugly duck
submitted is in a sense self-enforcing. ling hatched from an egg laid by the 

Mr. LEHMAN. It is self-enforcing, Ford Foundation. 
except that if there is a certification, I think it is exceedingly regretful that 
either from the State or the school dis- the name of Henry Ford, a great Amer
tricts, which is not carried out, the Fed- ican, and of the Ford Motor Co., a great 
eral Government can clamp down and American motorcar institution and the 
refuse to provide assistance. producer of a great automobile, and of 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Yes. Then, I should . Henry Ford II should be linked to the 
say, it is partially self-enforcing. Fund for the Republic by virtue of the 

Mr. LEHMAN. My amendment seems fact that its funds came from the Ford 
to me to be a very simple one. It has Foundation. 
three parts. In the first class, as I have I can think of nothing more.American 
briefly outlined the amendment, are the than the rise of the Ford Motor Co. in 
States which simply will not make any our American life, or the contribution 
certification at all. In such instances, made by Henry Ford and his distin
of course, the Federal Government will guished sons in carrying on this great 
not make payments to those States under private automobile company, which re
any legislation which is passed by Con- cently became a publicly owned auto
gress. But the States will not for all time mobile company by virtue of its stock 
forfeit such assistance. The money will being available on the stock exchange. 
be held in escrow for the States, and will But it is extraordinarily disquieting to 
be paid to them when it has been estab- realize that funds which have been ac
lished that they are abiding by the law cumulated through that private-enter
of the land. prise system are being employed by the 

The second class is composed of the Fund for the Republic, a creature of the 
States-and there are a number of Ford Foundation, to discredit those who 
them-in which some districts have com- are engaged in trying to free Americans 
plied while other districts have refused from the danger of the Communist 
to comply. In that event, a State can menace. 
simply certify to the Federal Govern- So I am disturbed no end when I read 
ment the districts which have complied that still another effort is being made 
with the law, and those districts will re- today by the Fund for the Republic to 
ceive the money, The other districts will give aid and comfort to the Communists 
not be for all time deprived of their both in this country and abroad. 
money. Their money simply will be I was impressed, however, by the 
placed in escrow. splendid reporting job done by Fred-

Finally, there may be States which will erick Woltman, whose reputation needs 
refuse to do anything about making cer- . no enhancement by the present speaker, 
tification. Yet within the boundaries of because he is recognized as one of the 
that State there may be districts which Nation's great reporters. Mr. Woltman, 
feel that they will want to desegregate writing for the Scripps-Howard chain, 
and that they are entitled to the Federal has a commentary in today's washing
aid. In those cases, the individual dis- ton News, and I presume in all the other 
tricts concerned can make certification Scripps-Howard papers, relating to this 
to the Federal Government, which will report coming over the wires today from 
recognize them and make payments to the Fund for the Republic. 
them. He points out, in three succinct para-

Mr. DOUGLAS. I thank the Senator graphs, some of the deficiencies en-
from New York. gaged in by the fund's report. 

FUND FOR THE REPUBLIC "REPORT 
ON BLACKLISTING: RADIO-TELE
VISION" 

Mr. MUNDT. Mr. President, the 
papers today are filled with news reports 
and comments on a rather amazing re
lease which has come out under the im
primatur of the Fund for the Republic. 

The flrst reason, as he states, is: 
It can only throw confusion on a major 

problem of the industry which already has 
been straightening itself out. 

He, refers to the radio, television, and 
motion-picture industry·. 

That ls, what to do with the actors, writers, 
and directors who are Communist backers 
or who have aided the communist cause in 
the past without clearing their records? 
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Certainly · Mr. Woltman is right when 

he , says that the fund's strange report 
today does add confusion to a very diffi- . 
cult problem. 

I am happy to report, in that connec
tion, that the radio, television, and mo
tion-picture industry has been making 
very important strides in the field of 
cleaning up its own' house. They have 
taken salutary action to rid the enter
tainment world of Communist agents. 
They deserve the commendation of all 
patriotic Americans for their efforts. 

Well over 15 years ago, in the House 
of Representatives, I was a member of 
the House Committee on Un-American 
activities, which at that tjme was con
ducting hearings in California. I went 
to California on one trip with the com
mittee in conjunction with hearings 
which the committee was holding, We 
had a great many so-called Hollywood 
people before our committee at that time. 
The .American Motion Picture Producers 
Association was vitaily interested in the 
problem. The American Motion Picture 
Producers Association was not only in
terested, but helpful, in correcting a sit
uation which was at that time subjecting 
the American people. to a whole field of 
pictures . and programs in which the 
actors, actresses, and script writers, fre
quently were Communists, and in which 
Communist-slanted lines were frequently 
found in the productions themselves. 

Actually, it was because of the concern 
that the Hollywood producers showed for 
this problem, and their desire to do 
something about it, that what, came to 
be known as the Mundt-Nixon bill was 
born. I remember the conference in my 
office in which Mr. Eric Johnston, who 
then, as now, was president of the Amer
ican Motion Pictures Producers' Associ
ation, discussed with me the problems 
the producers had in Hollywood when it 
was disclosed that one of their actors or 
actresses or playwrights or script writers 
was an agent of communism. They still 
could not take any direct or summary 
corrective action, because those who were 
summarily fired were able to collect dam
ages against producers who fired them. 
He pointed out that if it were possible, 
some way or other, to have appointed a 
board or commission which had the 
power to determine what a Communist 
was in this country, it would then be 
easy for Hollywood, television companies, 
radio stations, advertising agencies, and 
anybody employing entertainment talent 
in America to include in the contract an · 
abrogation clause which would make it 
possible to abrogate a contract once it 
was established that a contracting party 
was a Communist. 

It was out of that discussion, and 
with the splendid cooperation of Eric 
Johnston, that I prepared the first draft 
of what ultimately became known as the 
Mundt-Nixon bill, a bill which passed 
the House and, I am happy to say, passed 
the Senate, and which is to be found in 
the legislation of the land as the first 17 
sections of the Internal Security Act, 
which is the law of the land, despite the 
unsuccessful veto of President Truman. 

So I recognize that many Hollywood 
producers . have tried to clean commu
nism out of Hollywood as best they could. 

To a lesser degree, but to a substantial 
degree,. the radio and television ino,ustry 
has been trying to do something con
structive about this problem. The in
dustry has taken out of radio studios and 
from television screens some notorious 
Communist agents, supervisors, and 
propagandists. It has been helped in 
that effort by the work of the House Un
American Activities Committee, the In
ternal Security Committee of the Senate, 
the FBI, the American Legion, by its 
publication of The Firing Line, which 
has made available to the American pub
lic the names an~ positions of Commu
nists in the entertainment world, by 
Counterattack which has done the same 
thing; and which brought the problem 
to a focal point, by its publication of 
Red Channels, a book listing the names 
of subversives in the entertainment 
business. 

It is disquieting and . disillusioning, . 
therefore, when the Fund for the Re pub- . 
lie. now levels the guns of its vast tax
exempt funds against the efforts to keep 
Communists out of the entertainment 
world. 

The second point Mr. Woltman makes 
is as fallows: 

By the use of loaded expressions through
out and the selection and grouping of some 
facts and the omission of more salient facts, 
it gives a distorted and often false picture. 

Certainly an organization which claims 
to be objective, such as the Fund for the 
Republic, should sue Mr. Woltman for 
libel if his accusations are false. I think 
it becomes clear from the report by the 
Fund for the Republic that the accusa
tions made by Mr. Woltman are on the 
side of gentleness and tenderness rather 
than on the side of exaggeration. 

Mr. Woltman's third statement is: 
Because its author, John Cogley, rubber

stamps the basic philosophy of the fund's 
president, Robert M. Hutchins, the entire 
slant of the report runs counter to the main
stream of American thought today. 

In my opinion, candidly and honestly, 
I am sure that Mr. Woltman is right 
when he says the mainstream of Amer
ican thought today is against commu
nism at home as well as abroad. I 
think it is equally proper and equally 
accurate to say that today the main
stream of American thought is opposed 
to the employment of Communists in the 
entertainment world. 

Mr. Woltman makes some other rather 
interesting observations in the course of 
his article which is published in today's 
issues of the Scripps-Howard news
papers. He points out, for example, that 
a series of "falsifications by omission," 
as he calls them, occur throughout the 
report by the Fund for the Republic; 
that apparently the whole objection of 
the Fund for the Republic to these black
listing techniques stems from the fact 
that throughout its report it refers to the 
"political affiliations" of organizations 
or to the "past political associations" of 
individuals, and refers to "political 
blacklistings," and refers to "highly con
troversial political views." 

Mr. President, I am sure not one Mem
ber of the Senate believes that Com
munist activity is political activity, or 

that the American Communist Party is 
a political party, Even the Supreme 
Court--yes, even the present Supreme 
Court--has held that communism is a 
conspiracy, not a political party, not 
entitled to be considered as a political 
party, and not subjected, by virtue of its 
own existence, to the laws and regula
tions which govern political parties in 
America. 

Under the Mundt-Nixon Act, we pro
vided under special legislation that the 
Communist Party must report the source 
of its funds and how it spends them, and 
must publish its propaganda under the 
imprimatur of the Communist Party. 
But in this case, it has to do that as a 
result of. the passage of the Internal Se
curity Act, not because it was felt that 
the Communist Party is a political party. 

But now we find that the $127,000 
grant from the Fund for the Republic 
is used to misguide and mislead Ameri
cans, by referring to Communist -activity · 
as "political activity," and by referring 
to the Communist Party as a "political 
party," and by referring to the attempt 
of decent Americans to rid the enter
tainment world of communism as an 
attempt to blacklist people because of 
their "political affiliations" or "past po
litical associations" or "highly contro
versial political views." 

Mr. President, for the enlightenment 
of the Congress and the country, I ask 
unanimous consent to have printed at 
this point in my remarks the entire ar
ticle, written so commendably by Fred
erick Woltman, and published today in 
the Scripps-Howard newspapers. 

There being no objection, the article 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 

REPORT TREATS REDS LIGHTLY 

(By Frederick Woltman) 
NEW YORK, June 25 .-The entire radio-TV 

industry took a shellacking today in the 
Fund for the Republic's first real test on the 
issue of communism. That is its report on 
blacklisting, radio-television. 

While in nowise pro-Communist, the re
port cannot help but bring joy and comfort 
to the Communists. 

CONCLUSION 

A careful reading of the 287-page report, 
issued by the controversial $15 million fund 
created by the Ford Found~tion, leaves these 
conclusions: 

It can only throw confusion on a major 
problem of the industry which already has 
been straightening itself out. That is, wha t 
to do with the actors, writers, and directors 
who are Communist backers or who have 
aided the Communist cause in the ·past with
out clearing their records. 

By the use of loaded expressions through
out and the selection and grouping of some 
facts and the omission of more salient facts, 
it gives a distorted and often false picture. 

Because its author, John Cogley, rubber
stamps the basic philosophy of the fund 's 
president, Robert M. Hutchins, the entire 
slant of the report runs counter to the main
stream of American thought today. 

For Mr. Hutchins accepts the Communist 
Patty as a legitimate political party, not a 
criminal conspiracy. He has said he would 
not hesitate to hire a present.'..day party 
member to work for the fund if qualified. 
· So why should the billion-dollar radio-TV 

industry? 
- Consequently, so far as the report's con

cerned, communism is a minor issue. 
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IMPRESSION 

The reader's overall impression ts that Of 
a ruthless, industrywide blacklisting opera
tion. And its principal victims are liberals, 
Progressives, leftwingers, New Dealers, inno
c.ent dupes, and just plain, outspoken, inde
pendent thinkers. 

Nothing could be further from the truth, 
according to a survey this writer made last 
August. 

There have been injustices and stupidities 
in the past. But radio-TV's main concern 
was to avoid pushing into the living rooms of 
the American public people who had estab
lished records of helping the cause of com
munism, particularly after the outbreak of 
the Korean war. This, the report virtually 
ignores. 

SAMPLE 

Here 1s a sample of falsification-by-omis
sion that runs through it: 

The report tells of a leftwing commentator 
forced off the air by .outside pressure. It 
permits him to describe himself as an Eisen- -
hower Republican, formerly a Roosevelt 
Democrat. · 

The leftwing commentator was Johannes 
Steel, one of radio's chief pro-Soviet propa
gandists of the 1940's. This writer in 1946 
described him as an all-out defender of 
Stalin's policies, with a special bent for So
viet worship. Mr. Steel never objected. And 
evidently the Fund's researchers dldn't care. 

''There is little evidence of Communist 
activity in the radio-TV field," says the re- · 
port. Nor is there any evidence whatsoever · 
in the report itself that the Cogley staff ever 
made a study of this question. 

To dodge the main i-ssue, whether the in
dustry is obliged to ignore Communist rec
ords, the report resorts to a tricky device. 
Throughout, it talks about political affilia
tions, past political associations, political 
blacklistings, highly controversial political 
views. 

QUESTIONNAmE 

In April 1955, in fact, the Cogley staff blan
keted the industry with a questionnaire that 
went to the broadcasting networks, pack
agers, advertising agencies, sponsors, and 
talent -agenices. The first question _was: 
"Does your organization hold that certain . 
political criteria should be met?" 

Th_is could only obscure the issue. Aciju
ally, no question of political views or politi
cal activities was involved. The question 
was Communist activities. 

Release · of· the Cogiey report today dis
closed as incredible policy that the Fund 
for the Republic has adopted. In all of its 
project·reports on communism and civil lib
erties-, the Fund disclaims any responsibiljty 
for what they say. 

It vouches for the integrity of the authors 
and for the importance of their studies. But 
for the record, the Fund announced that 
it does not take responsibility for their se
lection of facts or for the accuracy of their 
statements. 

- REFERENCES 

. This unusual policy was brought to this 
writer's attention. The Cogley report makes 
two references to this writer, both false. 

A chapter called Clearance builds up 
the picture of a ring of clearance men who 
give affidavits to get suspected TV and radio 
artists off the hook. It lists George Sokol
sky, the columnist; Victor Riesel, the labor 
columnist. who was recently blinded by an 
acid-thr~wing thug, and this writex:. 

As described, the . alleged practice has all 
the aspects of a racket. "These chief clear
ance men," says the report, "are often the 
same persons who make the damning in
dictment and have the power to wound and 
the power to heal the wound/ ' 
. rhis writer has never given any such affi

davit. 
The Fund's sole authority is an unnamed 

public-relations expert who is quoted at 

length, contrary to the Fund's own firm 
stand against· the unnamed informer. 

FEATURE 
In a second reference, the report states 

that an advertising agency executive ar
ranged for this reporter to write a. com
mendatory feature story about Radio Come
dian Henry Morgan when the latter was in 
a Jam in 1952. 

This, too, is entirely false. This reporter 
wrote a piece about a radio actors' union 
meeting in which Mr. Morgan blasted tlie 
Reds. It wa.s a legitimate news story. There 
was no arrangement, which, of course, im
plies some side consideration other than 
news value. 

. A telegram was sent promptly to Mr. 
Hutchins, asking the name of the unknown 
public-relations expert, in view of your well
known e,ntipathy to nameless informers; and 
also for the basis of the other assertions. 

Mr. Hutchins' reply quoted the Fund's dis
avowal of responsibility for the accuracy of 
any statements in the Cogley report. 

"Your questions should have been directed 
to Mr. Cogley," the Fund's president said. 
"I shall be glad to transmit them to him 
when he returns to New York on Monday." 

Mr. MUNDT. Mr. President, I should 
like to point out another serious defi
ciency in the Fund for the Republic re- · 
port, as it is carried by the wire services 
today, and as it appears in the Wash
ington Post under a staff reporter arti
cle written by Warren Unna. In listing 
the various things included in this 
amazing document published today by 
the · use of certain Americans' tax
exempt money, camouflaged into the 
Fund for the Republic, Mr. Unna says 
that a part of the Fund's attack is di
rected against •a man by the name of 
Laurence A. Johnson, a Syracuse, N. Y., 
grocery-chain owner. It points out that 
the Fund for the Republic attacks Mr. 
Laurence A. Johnson, of Syracuse, N. Y., 
because he "takes action when a ,con
troversial person d.oes appear" on th~ 
radio or on television; that Mr. Johnson 
"not only lends credence to the economic 
a-rgument for blacklisting," but that, 
"generally speaking, he is the argument." · 

Mr. President, I can throw a little light 
on that matter, because I have had a 
long line or series o{ correspondence ex
changes with Mr. Johnson. I first heard 
Qf him when I was addressing an annual 
membership meeting of the Syracuse 
Chamber of Commerce. In the course 
of my remarks, I had something to say 
about Communist activities in the United 
States and about the necessity that peo
ple in private life make certain that they 
do nothing to support Communist causes 
or Communist projects or Communist 
agents. During the open-forum discus
sion which followed my remarks, some
one in the audience rose and asked, 
"What do you think of Mr. Johnson, of 
our city?" 

I replied, "I do not know him. What 
am I supposed to think of him? Who 
is he? What has he done?" 

Then I was told about this unique en
trepreneur, Mr. Laurence A. Johnson, 
who began as a grocer, and who, in true 
American style, expanded his operations 
to 2 stores, and then to 3 stores, and fi
nally became a grocery-chain owner and 
Qperator. However, the unique thing 
about Mr. Johnson is that a number. of 
years ago he decided that none of the 
money spent in his stores, by his cus
tomers, would be used to build or extend 

the Communist apparatus in America. 
So he advertised in the newspapers and 
by means of placards placed in his stores 
that, to the best of his ability, he would 
not spend any of his money to buy food 
products publicized or propagandized by 
Communists or their agents; that when
ever he heard or learned of some tele
vision show or radio 1:>roadcast or motion 
picture or some other advertising me
dium or some advertising agency which 
was utilizing Communist talent in urg
ing the public to eat a certain product or 
to drink a certain product or to chew a 
certain product or to mix a certain prod
uct, he would immediately · discontinue 
handling that particular product or 
brand of merchandise, and would not 
publicize it through the medium of his 
stores or by putting it on the counters 
in his stores; that he would not urge his 
particular customers to buy it; that, in
stead, that he would tell the people of 
Syracuse, N. Y., that to the best of his 
ability to determine such things, he 
would sell in his stores only the products 
which were made, publicized, and adver
tised by good Americans; that no other 
products would be sold in his stores. 

-That took some courage, Mr. President, 
because many advertising agencies have 
permitted a good many Communist sym
pathizers to creep into their talent posi
tions and into other areas of publicity. 
But Mr. Johnson is a courageous Amer
ican who believes that patriotism, like 
charity, begins at home. He believes also 
that, as a good American to whom the 
country has been good as he has ex
panded his activities, he has the obliga-· 
tion of doing what he can decently and 
rightfully to help discourage Commu
nists from getting jobs in advertising 
agencies and to help discourage the use 
of Communist actors and Communist 
actresses on television and radio pro
grams, as part of the advertising process 
in America. 

To his satisfaction, and perhaps to his 
surprise, his stores gained customers, in
stead of losing them, and expanded to 
such extent that he has become a very 
important element in the grocery busi
ness of northern New York, and has be- . 
come a very imp.ressive and successful 
merchant in his own right. 

So, Mr. President, the Ford Foundation 
is correct when it says that Mr. Laurence 
Johnson "not only lends credence to the 
economic argument for blacklisting" but 
.that, "generally speaking, he is the argu
ment," because he continues to point out 
that Americans shou!d refuse to pur
chase products advertised by Commu
nists. Instead of attackirg him for that, 
however, the Ford Fund for the Republic 
should have praised him for. it. 

Mr. President, you and I could do the 
same if we refused, as good Americans 
still have the right to do, to buy automo
biles advertised by c ·ommunist agencies, 
or ref used to buy a particular kind of 
hardware or _aluminum or brass product 
publicized by subversives, and simply 
used our own good American discretion 
to refuse to purchase items whose pro
ducers are so insensible to the dangers of 
the time that they do not pay any atten
tion as to whether they employ Commu
nists or good Americans among the ad
vertising agencies and the talent which 
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make presentations .of their proquct t9 
the public. 

So, Mr. President, I take a moment to 
salute Mr. Laurence A. Johnson. I hope . 
his trade continues to grow. I hope it 
continues. to expand. I hope other Amer
icans will follow his example by refusing 
to sell and ref using to buy and ref using 
to publicize products which are publi
cized on the radio and television by peo
ple who are un-American, who use, to 
undermine the American program, the 
money they receive. · 

Mr. President, the report issued by the 
Fund for the Republic makes another 
grievous error: It seeks to defend the. 10 
Hollywood writer~the so-called "Holly
wood 10"-who went to the Federal peni
tentiary because of their Communist af
filiations. It proposes to defend them on 
the basis that none of the 159 motion pic
tures with which they were associated 
contained any important Communist 
propaganda. 

Mr. President, I do not know what the 
estate of Henry Ford is giving money to 
the Fund for the Republic for, to spend 
in studying 159 old motion pictures. But 
they have a perfect right to do that; and 
if they find that there is no notorious 
propaganda of the Communists in those 
motion pictures, all well and good. But 
so what? They miss the point. The 
"Hollywood Ten" had their pockets lined 
with the money of Americans, by being 
employed in the production or the writ
ing of the 159 motion pictures. They 
had their- incomes expanded. They were 
given the wherewithall and the means · 
and the dollars with which they could 
join Communist organizations and sup
port Communist causes and employ 
Communist agents and help undermine 
freedom in America. It is not enough 
merely to say, "This Communist, in sell
ing this particular automobile, did not 
try to sell a part of the Communist line." 
If, in selling the particular automobile, 
he received a good fee from some par
ticular advertising employer, and used 
that money to help the Communist Party 
in New York secure agents with which to 
penetrate the Government and carry 
secrets off to -Moscow to undermine our 
defense, that is an important danger 
for good Americans to try to eliminate. 

It is a strange .line that the Fund for 
the Republic asks us to buy by trying to 
dodge the whole issue on the theory that 
there is nothing particularly or notori
ously bad in scripts performed by the 
"Hollywood Ten" in these 159 films. 

I have always been curious to know 
how · certain propaganda agencies ob
tained tax exemption, and certain others 
do not. I know that the Bureau of In
ternal Revenue has a difficult decision to 
make many times. Sometimes they seem 
to reject a request for tax exemption 
with respect to organizations which peo
ple might feel are engaged in purely 
educational, noncontroversial, nonpoliti
cal activities. At other times they grant 
tax exemptions to organizations which 
some people accuse of engaging in such 
activities. 

In an endeavor to obtain a little infor
mation I wrote a letter today to Mr. 
Russell C. Harrington, Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue, in Washington, D. C., 
asking for the Bureau's reaction as to 

the tax-exempt status of the Fund for 
the Republic, in lieu of its notoriously 
consistent record of propaganda. 

Whether or not the Fund for the Re
public is entitled to tax exemption, I do 
not know, but I assume that the tax 
exemption screen through which it 
passes should be subject to the old 
American axiom that "what is sauce for 
the goose is sauce for the gander." 

I know of certain organizations which 
were refused a tax-exempt status. I do 
not know whether the Fund for the Re
public is at present being screened or 
scrutinized by the Bureau. If it is not, 
I think it should be, and I think a de
cision should be forthcoming, I think 
we should have a pretty clear-cut set,of 
consistent standards to apply to organi
zations, because if the type of propa
ganda and the type of controversial ac
tivity engaged in by the Fund for the 
Republic is to be considered acceptable 
for a tax.:.exempt $tatus, we are opening 
.the do-or for the formation of a great 
niany such organizations. 

Consider the case of Mr. Johnson, of 
Syracuse, N. Y., for example. He is a 
taxpayer. I assume that if the Fund for 
the Republic enjoys the tax-exempt 
privilege to criticize him, to attack him, 
and to discourage customers from com
ing to his doors, so as to reduce the size 
of his economic activity, Mr. Johnson 
should have the right to organize a 
"Johnson fund" to defend himself, a 
''Johnson fund for freedom of entre
preneuring," prehaps--a Johnson fund 
with which to answer charges made by 
the tax-exempt Funds for the Republic. 

I shall be curious to know what Mr. 
Harrington reports. I hope he will re
port promptly. I believe he has a diffi
cult problem to resolve, but it should be 
resolved without delay, because this is a 
curious situation in which we find our
selves. Taxpayers are attacked by tax
exempt fund organizations. Obviously 
such taxpayers cannot defend them
selves if they must spend tax dollars; 
but if they are free to charge off such 
expenses, as the Fund for the Republic 
uses tax-exempt money in such activi
ties, then we have a different situation. 

Good Americans are not without re
course, even under this situation. Mil
lions of Americans want their children . 
to see television shows and · hear radio 
programs conducted by good Americans. 
Millions of Americans would like to see 
the motion picture industry complete its 
job-because it is still unfinished busi
ness- of cleaning the Reds out of Holly
wood. There are millions of Americans 
who would like to realize that the chil
dren in their homes are not being sub
jected to Communist propaganda, and 
that the nickels, quarters, and half dol
lars which they pass through motion pic
ture ticket windows will not be used 
further to finance Communist agents 
and Communist projects. 

So I salute this afternoon the American 
Legion, which has done a grand and 
courageous job of exposing Communist 
operatives in the entertainment industry. 
Every week or two it publishes a peri
odical called the Firing Line. For the 
RECORD, let it be said that this publica
tion is prepared and distributed by the 
national Americanism commission of 

the American Legion, post office box 
1055, Indianapolis, Ind., and that any 
good American can subscribe to it. Any 
good American, for $3 a year, can sub- . 
scribe to this publication and have it 
delivered to his home, or to a high
school library, or to any good American 
program committee of a women's club, 
a Legion post, or Rotary Club, a Sunday 
school class, or a chamber of commerce 
which is · desirous of acquainting its 
neighbors with what is going on in the 
entertainment world . . The subscription 
price is $3 a year. I quote from the 
American Legion Firing. Line, issue of 
November 1, 1955. It points out that the 
American Legion, at its 37th annual na
tional convention, held in Miami, Fla., 
last year, adopted a resolution which 
said in part: 

Whereas certain moving picture theaters, 
legitimate stage, radio, and television in
dustries continue to employ members of the 
entertainment field who have never disa
vowed their association with Communist or
ganizations; 

• 
Therefore be it resolved by the American 

Legion in the 37th annual national conven
tion assembled in Miami, Fla., October 10- 13 
1955, That the American Legion instruct the 
Americanism commission to continue its 
drive to rid the field of entertainment of all 
Red propaganda and those who support it, 
and to do its utmost to inform the Ameri
can public that records of those in the en
tertainment field who have aided and abetted 
subversion are available in the various con
gressional hearings which may be obtained 
from the Superintendent of Documents in 
Washington, D. C.; and be it further 

Resolved, That the American Legion urge 
the American public to refuse to support 
at the box office these entertainers who have 
never made a clean break from their com
munistic associations; and be it further 

Resolved, That the American Legion urge 
American business firms to provide ·n their 
contracts with such persons or with their 
employment agency that such contracts may 
be terminated when evidence is discovered 
of this continuing affiliation with such or
ganization. 

It discourages Americans from pur
chasing products either made by Com
munists or publici~ed or advertised by 
Communists. In this issue, in compli
ance with the convention mandate, are 
listed the names of those who were found 
to be Communists, Communist agents, 
or Communist dupes who were trying to 
foist their·wares on the American people. 

I ask unanimous consent to have the 
li_st, as it appears in the November 1, 
1955, issue of the American Legion publi
cation the Firing Line printed in the 
~ECORD at this point as a part of my re
marks. 

There being no objection, the list was 
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as 
follows: 

In compliance with this Convention Man
date, the National Americanism Commission 
has prepared and consolidated the following 
list of some individuals in the entertain
ment industry who have been identified as 
members of the Communist Party befo're the 
House Committee on Un-American Activi-
ties: · 

Albert, Sam (musician): Ic;lentified by 
Martin Berkeley, 1951 (A and B). 

Alexander, Harmon (Hy) (radio writer): 
Identified by Paul Marion, 1952 (.A); Owen 
Vinson, 1952 (A); Carin Kinzel , 1953 (B ) ; 
Silvia Richards, 1953 (B); and Dwight 
Hauser, 1953 (B). 
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Allen, Louis (Allan, Lewis) (playwright): 

Identified by Silvia. Richards, 1953 (B): 
Leopold Atlas, 1953 (B); and Pauline S. 
Townsend, 1953 (B). · 

Altman, Mischa. (musician): Identified by 
David Raksin, 1951 (A). 

Ames, Robert ( craft worker) : Identified 
by Martin Berkeley, 1951 (A). 

Amster, Lou (writer) : Identified by Mar
tin Berkeley, 1951 (A); Urcel Daniel, 1952 
(A). 

Babb, Sonora (writer): Identified by Mar~ 
tin Berkeley, 1951 (A) and George Bassma.n, 
1952 (A). 

. Backus, Georgia (Mrs. Hy Alexander) (ac
tress). : Identified by Paul Marion, 1952, (A); 
Owen Vinson, 1952 (A); Carin Kinzel, 1953 
(B); Robert Rossen, 1953 (B); Dwight Hau
ser, 1953 (B); Silvia Richards, 1953 (B); Roy 
Erwin, 1953 (B). 

. Barrie, Lee (singer): Identified by Owen 
Vinson, 1952 (A). 

Barzman, Ben (writer): Identified by Leo 
Townsend, 1951 (A); Martin Berkeley, 1951 
(A); Charles Daggett, 1952 (A); Stanley Rob
erts, 1952 (A); Roy Huggins, 1952 . (A); 
George Glass, 1952 (A); Robert Rossen, 1953 
(B); and Pauline S. Townsend, 1953 (B). 

Barzman, Sol (writer): Identified by David 
A. Lang, 1953 (B); and Pauline S. Townsend, 
1953 (B). 

Beard, Cecil ( cartoonist) : Identified by 
Charlotte Darling Adams, 1953 (B). 

13ecker, Leon (musician): Identified by 
Martin Berkeley, 1951 (A). 

Bein, Albert (writer): Identified by Mar
tin Berkeley, 1951 (A). 

Bela, Nicholas (writer)".: Identified by Leo 
Townsend, 1951 (A); Martin Berkeley, 1951 
(A); Eve Ettinger, 1951 (A); David A. Lang, 
1953 (B); Sol Shor, 1953 (B); and Pauline 
S. Townsend, 1953 (B). 

Bengal, Ben (writer): Identified by Leo 
Townsend, 1951 (A) and Pauline S. Town
send, 1953 (B). 

Bennett, Seymour (writer): Identified by 
David A. Lang, 1953 (B). 

Bercovici, Leonardo (writer): Identified · 
by Richard Collins, 1951 (A) and Edward 
Dmytryk,. 1951 (A). 

Berry, John (Jack) (director): Identified 
by Edward Dmytryk, 1951 (A); Frank Tuttle, 
1951 (A); Stanley Roberts, 1952 (A); and 
Bernard Schoenfeld, 1952 (A). 

Bessie, Alvah (writer): Identified by Ed
w.ard Dmytryk, 1951 (A); Frank Tuttle, 1951 
(A); Leo Townsend, 1951 (A); William Blow
itz, 1951 (A); Isobel Lennart, 1952 (A); and 
Robert Rossen, 1953 (B); David A. Lang, 1953 
(B); Leopold Atlas, 1953 (B). 

Biberman, Edward (artist): Identified by 
Meta Reis Rosenberg, 1951 (A); Frank Tut
tle, 1951 (A); Stanley Roberts, 1952 (A): 
Bernyce Fleury, 1951 (B); Zachary Schwartz, 
1953 (B) ; Harold H~ht, 1953 (B) ; David A. 
Lang, 1953 (B); and Charlotte Darling 
Adams, 1953 (B). 

Biberman, Herbert (director): Identified 
by Meta Reis Rosenberg, 1951 (A); Edward 
Dmytryk, 1951 (A); Budd Schulberg, 1951 
(A); Frank Tuttle, 1951 (A); Martin Berke-. 
ley, 1951 (A); David Raksin, 1951 (A}; Eliza
beth Wilson, 1951 (A); Isobel Lennart, 1952 
(A); Stanley Roberts, 1952 (A); Bernard 
Schoenfeld, 1952 (A); Leopold Atlas, 1953 
(B); Roland W. Kibbee, 1953 (B); Danny 
Dare, 1953 (B); Harold Hecht, 1953 (B); 
Gertrude Purcell, 1953 (B); and Sol Shor, 
1953 (B). 

Blache, Herbert (actor): Identified by 
Richard Collins, 1951 (A). 

Blankfort, Henry (writer): Identified by 
Edward Dmytryk, 1951 (A); Martin Berkeley, 
1951 (A); Isobel Lennart, 1952 (A); Robert 
Ros~en, 1953 (B); Carin Kinzel, 1953 (B); 
David A. Lang, 1953 (B); Dwight Hauser, 
1953 (B). 

Boretz, Allen (writer): Identified by Mar
tin Berkeley, 1951 (A) and David A. Lang, 
1953 (B). 

Brand, Phoebe (Mrs. Morris Carnovsky) 
(a~tress): Identified by Leo Townsend, 1951 
(A); Eliz Kazan, 1952 (A}; Clifford Odets, 
1952 (A); and Lee J. Cobb, 1953 (B). 

Bright, John (writer): Identified by Rich
ard Collins, 1951 (A}; Frank Tuttle, 1951 
(A}; Martin Berkeley, 1951 (A); Elizabeth 
Wilson, 1951 (A); Budd Schulberg, 1951 (A); 
Robert Rossen, 1953 (B); Harold Hecht, 1953 
(B); David A. Lang, 1953 (B); and Roland 
w. Kibbee, 1953 (B). 

Buchman, Harold (writer): Identified by 
Leo Townsend, 1951 (A); Martin Berkeley, 
1951 (A); Elizabeth Wilson, 1951 (A); Anne 
Ray Frank, 1951 (A); Robert Rossen, 1953 
(B); David A. Lang, 1953 (B); Pauline S. 
Townsend, 1953 (B); Roland W. Kibbee, 1953 
(B). 

Buchman, Sidney (writer): Identified·· by 
Martin Berkeley, 1951 (A). 

Burke, Libby ( dancer) : (Investigation 
identifying Libby Burke as a member of the 
Communist Party has not been made pub
lic); (B). 

Burns, Georgia (actress) : Identified by 
Harold Hecht, 1953 (B) . 

·Curtis, Paul (writer): Identified by David 
A. Lang, 1953 (B). 

D'Ambarey, Leona - (studio secretary): 
Identified by Martin . Berkeley, 1951 (A}. 

DaSilva, Howard (actor): Identified by 
Martin Berkeley, 1951 (A). 

Dassin, Julius (Jules) (director): Identi
fied by Edward Dmytryk, 1951 (A) ; and 
Frank Tuttle, 1951 (A). 

Dimsdale, Howard (writer): Identified by 
Martin Berkeley, 1951 (A); David A. Lang, 
1953 (B); and Silvia Richards, 1953 (B}. 

Donath, Ludwig (actor): Identified by Lee 
J. Cobb, 1953 (B). 

Drdlik, Frank (set designer): Identified by 
Charlotte Darling Adams, 1953 (B) . . 

Dreher, Carl (technician): Identified by 
Mar~in Berkeley, 1951 (A). 

D'Usseau, Arnaud (writer) : Identified by 
Martin Berkeley, 1951 (A}; Stanley Roberts, 
1952 (A}. 

Eastman, Philip Day (artist and writer): 
Identified by Bernyce Palifka Fleury, 1953 
(B). 

Elisku, Edward (writer) : Identified by 
1'4artin Berkeley, 1951, (A); David A. Lang, 
1953 (B); and Sol Shor, 1953 (B). Burns, Jessie (studio reader): Identified 

by Elizabeth Wilson, 1951 (A); Isobel Len
nart, 1952 (A); and Danny Dare, 1953 (B): 

Ellis, Dave (radio actor and writer): Iden
. tified by Owen Vinson, 1952 (A). 

Martin Berkeley, 1951 (A). 
Burnstein, Russell William (studio engi

neer): Identified by Babbette Lang, 1953 (B). 
Burton, Val (writer): Identified by David 

A. Lang, 1953 (B); Roy Huggins, 1952 (A). 
Butler, Hugo (writer): Identified by Frank 

T.uttle, 1951 (A); Martin Berkeley, 1951 (A); 
Stanley Roberts, 1952 (A); Bernard Schoen
feld, 1952 (A); Robert Rossen, 1953 (B); 
David A. Lang, 1953 (B}; and Sol Shor, 1953 
(B). 

Butler. Jean (Mrs. Hugo Butler) (writer) : 
Identified by Stanley Roberts, 1952 (A). 

Carlisle, Harry (writer): Identified by Budd 
Schulberg, 1951 (A); Martin Berkeley, 1951 
(A); Elizabeth Wilson, 1951 (A); and Roy 
Huggins, 1952 (A}; Roy Erwin, 1953 (B); and 
Pauline S. Townsend, 1953 (B). 

Carnovsky, Morris (actor): Marc Law
rt.".lce, 1951 (A); Leo Townsend, 1951 (A); 
Charles Daggett, 1952 (A); Elia Kazan, 1952 > 
(A); Larry Parks. 1951 (B); Lee J. Cobb, 1951 
(B). 

Chamberlin, Howland (actor): Investiga
tion identifying Mr. Chamberlin as a mem
ber of the Communist Party has not been 
made public, (A}; Anne Kinney, 1952 (B). 

Chapman, Tom (studio reader): Identified 
b-y Elizabeth Wilson, 1951 (A}; Sol Shor, 1953 
(B}; and Leopold Atlas, 1953 (B). 

Chodorov, Edward (producer): Identified 
by Martin Berkeley, 1951 (A); Jerome Rob
bins, 1953 (B); and Silvia Richards, 1953 
(B). 

Chodorov, Jerome (writer): Martin Berke
ley, 1951 (A). 

Clark, Maurice (writer): Identified by 
Robert Rossen, 1953 (B); Bart Lytton, 1953 
(B); David A. Lang, 1953 (B}; Sol Shor, 1953 
(B). 

Cole, Lester (writer) : Identified by Rich
ard Collins, 1951 (A); Meta Reis Rosenberg, 
1951 (A); Marc Lawrence, 1951 (A); Edward 
Dmytryk, 1951 (A); Budd Schulberg, 1951 
(A); Frank Tuttle, 1951 (A}; Martin Berke
ley, 1951 (A}; William Blowit~. 1951 (A); 
Elizabeth Wilson, 1951 (A); Melvin Levy, 
1952 (A}; Isobel Lennart, 1952 (A); Robert . 
Rossen, 1953 (B); David A. Lang, 1953 (B); 
Sol Shor, 1953 (B); and Leopold Atlas, 1953 
(B}. 

Comingore, Dorothy (actress): Identified 
by Max Silver, 1952 (A}; and David A. Lang, 
1953 (B). 

Cooper, Bert (member, radio group, Com
munist Party): Identified by Roy Erwin, 
1953 (B). 

Corey, George (writer): Identified by Ed
ward Dmytryk, .1951 (A). 

Corey, Jeff (actor): Identified by Marc 
Lawrence, 1951 (A); Paul Marion, 1952 (A); 
and Lee J. Cobb, 1953 (B). 

Endfield, Cyril (writer): ~dentified by 
Martin Berkeley, 1951 (A) and Pauline S. 
Townsend, 1953 (B); David A. Lang, 1953 (B). 

Endore, Guy (writer): Identified by Mar
tin Berkeley, 1951 (A}; Roy Huggins, 1952 
(A); Robert Rossen, 1963 (B); David A. Lang, 
1953 (B); Leopold Atlas, (B}, 1953; and Bab
bette ·Lang, 1953 (B). 

Faragoh, Francis (writer): Identified by 
Meta Reis Rosenberg, 1951 (A); Edward 
Dmytryk, 1951 (A).; and Martin Berkeley, 1951 
(A). 

Farmer, Mary Virginia (actress): Identified 
by Mildred Ashe, 1951 (A) and Martin 
Berkeley, 1951 (A). 

Fiske, Dick (movie studio): Identified by 
Elizabeth Wilson, 1951 (A). 

Foreman, Carl (writer): Identified by Mar-
tin Berkeley, 1951 (A); Melvin Levy, 1952 (A): 
Stanley Roberts, 1952 (A); David A. Lang, 
1953 (B}; Sol Shor, 1953 (B); a,nd Babbette 
Lang, 1953 (B). 

Fuller, Lester (writer): Identified by Eve 
Ettinger, 1951 (A); Leopold Atlas, 1953 (B): 
Robert Rossen, 1953 (B). 

Geer, Will (actor): Identified by Harold 
Ashe, 1951 (A). 

Gilbert, Ed. (set designer): . Identified by 
Martin Berkeley, 1951 (A); and Charlotte 
Darling Adams, 1953 (B). 

Gilbert, Jody (actress): Identified by Har
vey Narcisenfeld, 1952 (B). 

Gold, Lee (writer): Identified by Silvia 
Richards, 1953 (B). 

Goldman, Harold (writer): Identified by -
Martin Berkeley, 1951 (A). 

Gordon, Donald (assistant editor, studio 
story department): Identified by Martin 
Berkeley, 1951 (A); and Charlotte Darling 
Adams, 1953 (B). 

Gordon, Michael (director): Identified by 
Edward Dinytryk, 1951 (A); Frank Tuttle, 
1951 (A); and Martin Berkeley, 1951 (A). 

Gorney, Jay (song writer): Identified by 
Leo Townsend, 1951 (A); Martin Berkeley, 
1951 (A); Charles Daggett, 1952 (A); George 
Glass, 1952 (A). 

Gough. Lloyd (actor): Identified by Stan
ley Roberts, 1952 (A); Paul Marion, 1952 (A); 
Larry Parks, 1951 (B) ; and Jerome Robbins, 
1953 (B). 

Graff, Fred (actor): Investigation identify
ing Mr. Graff as a member of the Commu
nist Party has not been made public (A). 

Grant, Carl (in theater branch of Commu
ni3t Party): Identified by Anne Kinney, 1953 
(B). 

Grant, Morton (writer): Identified by 
Martin Berkeley, 1951 (A}; William Blowitz, 
1951 (A); Elizabeth Wilson, 1951 (A); Rob
ert Rossen, 1953 (B); David A. Lang, 1953 
(B); Sol Shor, 1953 (B}; and Leopold Atlas, 
1953 (B). 
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Grennard, Elliot (writer): Identified by 

David A. Lang, 1953 (B); Roy Huggins, 1952 
(A). 

Gruen, Margaret (Peggy) (writer): Iden
tified by Elizabeth Wilson, 1951 (A); and. 
Paul Marion, 1952 (A). 

Hammer, Alvin (real name: Irving Drat
ler) : Identified by Paul Marion, 1952 (A) 
(actor). 

Hammett, Dashiell (writer): Id-eliitfied by 
Martin Berkeley, 1951 (A). 

Harper, Annette (actress): Identified by 
Paul Marion, 1952 (A); Owen Vinson, 1952 
(A); Carin Kinzell, 1953 (B); and Dwight 
Hauser, 1953 (B). 

Harris, Lou (publicity man): Identified by 
Harold Ashe, 1951 (A); Mildred Ashe, 1951 
(A); Martin Berkeley, 1951 (A); Elizabeth 
Wilson, 1951 (A); Robert Rossen, 1953 (B); 
and Roland W. Kibbee, 1953 (B). 

Hellgren, George (studio employee): Iden
tified by Sol Shor, 1953 (B). 

Hellman, Lillian (playwright): Identified 
by Martin Berkeley, 1951 (A). 

Henry, Milton (president, Hollywood Studio 
Branch, Communist Party): Identified in 
Communist Party publication introduced 
into the records during testimony of Anne 
Kinney~ 1952 (B) • 

Hentschel, Irving Paul (crafts worker): 
Identified by Martin Berkeley, 1951 (A). 

Hilberman, David (motion-picture layout 
artist): Identified by Eugene Fleury, 1951 
(A); and Charlotte Darling Adams, 1953 (B); 
Bernyce Fleury, 1951 (A). 

·Hobart, Rose (actress): Identified by Lee 
J. Cobb, 1953 (B). 

Hopkins, Pauline (radio .writer): Identi
fied by Paul Marion, 1952 (A); Silvia Rich
ards, 1953 (B); Roy Erwin, 1953 (B); and 
Carin Kinzel, 1953 (B). 

Hovey, Tamara · (writer): Identified by 
Silvia Richards~ 1953 (B). 

Howard, Maurice (business agent, Screen 
Cartoonist Guild) : Identified by Charlotte 
Darling Adams, 1953 (B). 

Howe, Ann (former executive secretary of 
Contemporary Theatre): Identified by Anne 
Kinney, 1952 (B). 

Hubley, John (cartoonist): Identified by 
Cha.-rlotte Darling Adams, 1953 (B). 

Huebsch, Edward (writer): Identified by 
Frank Tuttle, 1951 (A); Leo Townsend, 1951 
(A); Martin Berkeley, 1951 (A); Melvin Levy, 
1952 (A); Stanley Roberts, 1952 (A}; Bernard 
Schoenfeld, 1952 (A); and David A. Lang, 
1953 (B}. _ 

Hunter, Ian McLellan (writer): Identified 
by Martin Berkeley, 1951 (A). 

Ivens, Joris (documentary films): Identi
fied by Martin Berkeley,_ 1951 (A). 

James, Daniel Lewis (writer): Identified 
by Leo Townsend, 1951 (A}; Martin Berkeley, 
1951 (A); David ~. Lang, 1953 (B); Pauline 
S. Townsend, 1953 (B); Bart Lytton, 1953 
(B); and Robert Rossen, 1953 (B). 

James, Lilith (Mrs. Dan James) (writer): 
Identified by Martin Berkeley, 1951 (A); Roy 
Huggins, 1952 (A); Pauline S. Townsend, 
1953 (B); Bart Lytton, 1953 (B); and Robert 
Rossen, 1953 (B) . . 

Jarrico, Paul (writer) : Identified by Rich
ard Collins, 1951 (A); Meta Reis Rosenberg, 
1951 (A); Budd Schulberg, 1951 (A); Lep 
Townsend, 1951 (A); Martin B~rkeley, 1951 
(A); David Raksin, 1951 (A); Charles Dag
gett, 1952 (A); Isobel Lennart, 1952 (A); Ann 
Ray Frank, 1951 (A); Paul Marion, 1952 (A); 
Elizabeth Wilson, 1951 (A); David A. Lang, 
1953 (B); Max Benoff,. 1953 (B); and Robert 
Rossen, 1953 (B). 

Kahn, Gordon (writer): Identified ~y 
Richard Collins, 1951 (A); Meta Reis Rosen
ber, 1951 (A); Marc Lawrence, 1951 (A); 
Edward Dmytryk, 1951 (A); Budd Schul
berg, 1951 (A); Martin Berkeley, 1951 (A); 
Charles Daggett, 1952 (A); Isobel Lennart, 
1952 (A); Stanley Roberts. (A); George Glass, 
1952 (A); Anne Ray Frank, 1951 (A); Harold 
Hecht, 1953 (B); David A. Lang, 1953 (B); 
Max Benoff, 1953 (B); Leopold Atlas, 1953 
(B) • 

Kaplan, Sol (musician and composer): In
vestigation identifying Mr. Kaplan as a mem
ber of the Communist Party has not been 
made public (B). 

Killian, Victor (actor): Identified by 
Martin Berkeley, 1951 (A); and Larry Parks, 
1951 (B); Lee J. Cobb, 1953 (B). 

Klein, Phil (member of Cartoonist Group, 
.Communist Party): Identified by Charlotte 
Darling Adams, 1953 (B). 

Klowden, Nina (radio actress): Identified 
by Paul Marion, 1952 (A); Owen Vinson, 1952 
(A); Dwight Hauser, 1953 (B)-; Ray Erwin, 
1953 (B); Carin Kinzel, 1953 (B). 

Koenig, Lester (associate producer): Iden
tified by Martin Berkeley, 1951 (A); David 
A. Lang, 1953 (B); and Sol Shor, 1953 (B)·. 

Kraber, Tony (actor): Identified :by Elia 
Kazan, 1952 (A); Clifford Odets, 1952 (A). 

Kraft, Hyman Solomon (writer): Identi
fied by Martin Berkeley, 1951 (A). 

Kromberger, Joe (studio electrician): 
Identified by Charlotte Darling Adams, 1953 
(B). 

Lagerfin, Pauline (writer): Identified by 
David A. Lang, 1953 (B). 

Lampbell, Millard (writer): Identified by 
David A. Lang, ~953 (B); Silvia Richards, 
1953 (B). 

Lardner, Ring, Jr. (writer) : Identified by 
Richard Collins, 1951 (A); Budd Schulberg, 
1951 (A); Frank Tuttle, 1951 (A); Martin 
Berkeley, 1951 (A); Charles Daggett, 1952 
(A); George Glass, 1952 (A); Anne Ray 
Frank, 1951 (A); Elizabeth Wilson, 1951 (A); 
David A. Lang, 1953 (B); Max Benoff, 1953 
(B); Sol Shor, 1953 (B); Pauline S. Towns
end, 1953 (B). 

Lawson, John Howard (writer): Identified 
by Richard Collins, 1951 (A); Meta Reis 
Rosenberg, 1951 (A); Edward Dymtryk, 1951 
(A); Budd Schulberg, 1951 (A); Frank 
Tuttle, 1951 (A); Anne Ray-Frank, 1951 (A); 
Harold Ashe, 1951 (A); Leo Townsend, 1951 
(A); Martin Berkeley, 1951 (A); William 
Blowitz, 1951 (A); Elizabeth Wilson, 1951 
(A); David Raksin, 1951 (A); Isobel Len
nart, 1952 (A); Stanley Roberts, 1952 (A); 
Bernard Schoenfeld, 1952 (A); Danny Dare, 
1953 (B); Harold Hecht, 1953 (B); David A. 
Lang, 1953 (B); Max Benoff, 1953 (B); Sol 
Shor, 1953 (B); Leopold Atlas, 1953 (B); 
Pauline S. Townsend, 1953 (B); Larry Parks, 
1951 (B); Roland W. Kibbee, 1953 (B); Lee 
J. Cobb, 1953 (B); Bart Lytton, 1953 (B); 
Robert Rossen, 1953 (B) ,· 

Lazarus, Simon M. ( owner of Independent 
Productions Corp.): Investigation identify
ing Mr. Lazarus as a member of the Com
munist Party has not been made public (B). 

Lees, Robert (writer): Identified by Ster
ling Hayden, 1951 (A); Frank Tuttle, 1951 
(A); Leo Townsend, 1951 (A); Martin Berke
ley, 1951 (A); Stanley Roberts, 1952 (A); 
Elizabeth Wilson, 1951 (A); Roy Huggins, 
1952 (A). 

Leonard, Charles (writer): Identified by 
Martin Berkeley, 1951 (A); David A. Lang, 
1953 (B); Babbette Lang, 1953 (B). 

Lerner, Tillie (writer): Identified by Budd 
Sqhulberg, 1951 (A). 

Leverett, Lewis (actor): Identified by Elia 
Kazan, 1952 (A); Clifford Odets, 1952 (A). 

Levitt, Alfred (studio reader and writer): 
Identified by Martin Berkeley, 1951 (A); 
Melvin Levy, 1952 (A); David A. Lang, 1953 
(B); Sol Shor, 1953 (B); Leopold Atlas, 
1953 (B). 

Lewitzky, Bella ( dancer) : Identified by 
Anne Kinney, 1952 (B). (Mrs. Newell Rey
nolds.). 

Liel:>erman, _Irwin (writer): Identified by 
Stanley Roberts, 1952 (A). 

Lindeman, Mitchell ( director) : Identified 
by Paul Marion, 1952 (A); Owen Vinson, 
1952 (A). 

Losey, Joseph (director): Identified by Leo 
Townsend, 1951 (A). 

Lyon, Peter (radio writer, New York): 
Identified by Pauline S. Townsend, 1953 (B); 
and Lee J. Cobb, 1953 (B). 

Maddow, Ben (screen writer): Identified by 
Pauline S. Townsend, 1953 (B) • · · 

Maltz, Albert (writer): Identified by Rich
ard Collins, 1951 (A); Meta Reis Ros·enberg, 
1951 (A); Edward Dmytryk, 1951 (A); Frank 
Tuttle, 1951 (A); Anne Ray Frank, 1951 (A); 
Martin Berkeley, 1951 (A); Isobel Lennart, 
1952 (A); Bernard Schoenfeld, 1952 (A); 
Harold - Hecht, 1953 (B); Max Benoff, 1953 
(B); Leopold Atlas, 1953 (B); and Babbette 
Lang, 1953 (B). 

Manoff, Arnold . (writer) : Identified by Ed
ward Dmytryk, 1951 (A); Mildred Ashe, 1951 
·(A); Leo' Townsend, 1951 (A); Martin Berke
ley, 1951 (A); Elizabeth Wilson, 1951 (A); 
David A. Lang, 1953 · (B) ~ Silvia Richards, 
1953 (B); Sol Shor, 1953 (B); Leopold Atlas, 
1953 (B); and Lee J. Cobb, 1953 (B). 

Martin, Henriette (Henrietta) (writer): 
Identifie ~ by David A. Long, 1953 (B), and 
Pauline S. Townsend, 1953 (B). 

Matthews, Allen (actor): Identified by 
Martin Berkeley, 1951 (A); and Elizabeth 
Wilson, 1951 (A). · 

McElroy, Walter (writer): Identified by 
Mildred Ashe, 1951 (A). 

McGrew, John (cartoon animator): Iden
tified by Eugene Fleury, 1951 (A). 

McVey, Paul (radio actor): Identified by 
Dwight Hauser, 1953 (B); Roy Erwin, 1953 
(B); and Carin Kinzel, 1953 (B). 

Meyers, Henry (writer): Identified by Leo 
Townsend, 1951 (A); Charles Daggett, 1952 
(A); George Glass, 1952 (A); Bernard Schoen
feld, ·1952 {A).; David A. Lang, 1953 (B); Sol 
Shor, 1953 (B); and Robert Rossen, 1953 (B) ·, 

Miller, John (actor) : Identified by Martin 
Berkeley, 1951 (A). 

Miller, Paula (Mrs. Lee Strasberg) (ac
tress): Identified by Elit Kazan, 1952 (A). 

Mindlin, Eunice (secretary, member Com
munist Party writer's group, Hollywood): 
Identified by David A. Lang, 1953 (B); and 
Babbette Lang, 1953 (B). 

Mischel, Josef (TV story writer): Identified 
by Martin Berkeley, 1951 (A); Sol Shor, 1953 
(B); and Robert Rossen, 1953 (B). 

Moore, Sam (writer): _Identified by Edward 
Dmytryk, 1951 (A)_; Paul Marion, 1952 (A); 
Owen Vinson, 1952 (A); Silvia Richards, 1953 
(B); Dwight Hauser, 1953 (B); Roy Erwin, 
1953 (B); Carin Kinzel, 1953 (B); and Rob
ert Rossen, 1953 (B). 

Morley, Karen (actress): Identified by 
Sterling Hayden, 1951 (A); Marc Lawrence, 
1951 (A); _Leo Townsend; 1951 (A); Charles 
Daggett, 1952 (A); Stanley Roberts, 1952 
(A); Paul Marion, 1952, (A); Roy Erwin 1953 
(B) ; Larry Parks, 1953 (B) . 

Moss, Carelton (writer): Identified by Meta 
Reis Rosenberg, 1951 (A). 

Mullen, Mrs. Virginia (actress): Investiga
tion identifying Mrs. Mullen· as a Communis.t 
Par_ty member has p.ot been made public (B). 
. Murray, Donald (actor): Identified by Anne 
Kinney, 1952 (B). 

Offner, Mortimer (TV work, ex-screen writ
er): Identified by Leo Townsend, 1951 (A); 
Martin Berkeley, 1951 (A); Elizabeth Wilson, 
1951 (A); Melvin Levy, 1952 (A). 

Oliver, William E. (drama critic): Iden
tified by Alice Bennett, 1952 (B) and Urcel 
Daniel, 1952 (B). 

Ornitz, Samual (writer): Identified by 
Richard Collins, 1951 (A); Meta Reis Rosen
berg, 1951 (A); Martin Berkeley, 1951 (A); 
Elizabeth Wilson, 1951 (A); David A. Lang, 
1953, (B); Roland W, Kibbee, 1953 (B); and 
Babbette Lang, 1953 (B). 

Page, Charles (writer): Identified by Mar
tin Berkeley, 1951 (A); Morris Appelman, 
1952 (B). 

Parker, Dorothy (Mrs. Alan Campbell) 
(writer): Identified by Martin Berkeley, 1951 
(A). 

Pearson, Rose (member, Federal theater 
unit of Communist Party, New York): Iden
tified by Harold Hecht, 1953 (B). 

Peck, Trudy (member, Federal theater unit 
of Communist Party, New York)~ Identified 
by Harold Hecht, -1953 (B).. 
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Perlin, Paul (studio worker): Identified 
by Max Silver, 1952 (A) and Charlotte Darl
ing Adams, 1953 (B). 

Peterson, Henry (studio carpenter): Iden
tified by Charlotte Darling Adams, 1953 (B). 

Peterson, Hjalmar (studio carpenter): 
Identified by Charlotte Darling Adams, 1953 
(B). 

Pettus, Ken (radio writer): Identified by 
Owen Vinson, 1952 (A). 

Polin, Ben (photographer): Identified by 
Paul Marion, 1952 (A) and Roy Erwin, 1953 
(B). 

Polansky, Abraham Lincoln ( director
writer): Identified by Richard Collins, 1951 
(A); Sterling Hayden, 1951 (A); Meta Reis 
Rosenberg, 1951 (A); Leo Townsend, 1951 
(B); Charles Daggett, 1952 (A); Stanley Rob
erts, 1952 (A)· and Leopold Atlas, 1953 (B). 

Pomerance, • Mortimer William (SCreen 
Writers' Guild, former executive secretary): 
Identified by Martin Berkeley, 1951 (A); 
Berneyce Fleury, 1951 (A) and Eugene Fleury, 
1951 (A); Charlotte Darling Adams, 1953 
(B); Pauline S. Townsend, 1953 (B); Robert 
Rossen, 1953 (B). 

Rapf, Maurice (writer): Identified by David 
A. Lang, 1953 (B); Sol Shor, 1953 (B); Pau
line S. Townsend, 1953 (B); Roland W. 
Kibbee, 1953 (B); Robert Rossen, 1953 (B); 
Leo Townsend, 1951 (A); Martin Berkeley, 
1951 (A); and Elizabeth Wilson, 1951 (A). 

Revere, Ann (actress): Identified by Larry 
Parks, 1951 (B) and Lee J. Cobb, 1953 (B). 

Reynolds, Bella Lewitzky (dancer): See 
Bela Lewitzky. 

Richards, Robert L. (writer) : Identified by 
Roy Huggins, 1952 (A); Pauline S. Townsend, 
1953 (B). 

Rinaldo, Fred (writer): Identified by Frank 
Tuttle, 1951 (A); Leo Townsend, 1951 (A); 
Martin Berkeley, 1951 (A); Elizabeth Wilson, 
1951 (A); Pauline S. Townsend, 1953 (B); 
and Robert Rossen, 1953 (B) . 

River, W. L. (writer): Identified by Martin 
Berkeley, 1951 (A). 

Roberts, Bob (producer): Identified by 
Martin Berkeley, 1951 (A); and David A. 
Lang, 1953 (B). 

Roberts, Marguerite (Mrs. John Sanford) 
(writer): Identified by Leroy Herndon, Jr., 
1953 (B); David A. Lang, 1953 (B); Leopold 
Atlas, 1953 (B); Pauline S. Townsend, 1953 
(B); Robert Rossen, 1953 (B); and Martin 
Berkeley, 1951 (A). 

Robinson, Jack (radio writer): Identified 
by Paul Marion, 1952 (A); Owen Vinson, 1952 
(A); and Roy Erwin, 1953 (B). 

Robinson, Mary (radio writer): Identified 
by Paul Marion, 1952 (A); Owen Vinson, 1952 
(A); and Roy Edwin, 1953 (B). 

Rolfe, Ed (writer): Identified by Silvia 
Richards, 1953 (B). 

Ronka, Wayne (musician): Identified by 
Martin Berkeley, 1951 (A). 

Rosenfeld, Paul (attorney for Music Cor
poration of America) : Identified by Pauline 
S. Townsend, 1953 (B). 

Rousseau, Louise (writer): Identified by 
David A. Lang, 1953 (B). 

Ruskin, Shimen (actor): Identified by Lee 
J. Cobb, 1953 (B). 

Sabinson, Lee (Broadway producer): Iden
t ified by Eve Ettinger, 1951 (A); and Martin 
Berkeley, 1951 (A). 

Sage, Frances (actress) : Identified by Mar
tin Berkeley, 1951 (A). 

Salemson, Harold ( in charge of press de
partment, Douglas Fairbanks, New York 
office): Identified by Sol Shor, 1953 (B). 

Salt, Waldo (writer): Identified by Richard 
Collins, 1951 (A); Meta Reis Rosenberg, 1951 
(A); Budd Schulberg, 1951 (A) ; Frank 
Tuttle, 1951 (A); Leo Townsend, 1951 (A); 
Martin Berkeley, 1951 (A); David Raksin, 
1951 (-A); David A. Lang, 1953 (B); Sol Shor, 
1953 (B); Roland W. Kibbee, 1953 (B); 
Robert Rossen, 1953 (B). 

Scofield, Louis (actor, writer) : Identified 
by Owen Vinson, 1952 (A). 

- Scott, Adrian (producer): Identified by 
Edward Dmytryk, 1951 (A); David A. Lang, 
1953 (B); and ;Robert Rossen, 1953 (B). 

Shapiro, Art (radio writer or publicist) : 
Identified by Paul Marian, 1952 (A). 

Shapiro, Victor (publicist): Identified by 
Martin Berkeley, 1951 (A); George Bassman, 
1952 (A); David A. Lang, 1953 (B); Leopold 
Atlas, 1952 . (B); and Robert Rossen, 1953 (B). 

Shaw, Robert (writer): Identified by Paul
ine S. Townsend, 1953 (B) . 

Ship, Reuben (radio and screen writer): 
Identified by Paul Marion, 1952 (A); Owen 
Vinson, 1952 (A); Carin Kinzel, 1953 (B); 
Pauline S. Townsend, 1953 (B) . 

Shore, Wilma (Mrs. Lou Solomon) (writ
er): Identified by Martin Berkeley, 1951 (A); 
Roy Huggins, 1952 (A); David A. Lang, 1953 
(B). 

Shore, Viola Brothers (writer): Identified 
by Martin Berkeley, 1951 (A); Babbette Lang, 
'1953 (B). 

Sklar, George (writer): Identified by Mar
tin Berkeley, 1951 (A); Isobel Lennart, 1952 
(A) ; Roy Huggins, 1952 (A); David A. Lang, 
1953 (B). 

Sloan, Robert (member, Federal theater 
unit of Communist Party, New York) : Iden
tified by Harold Hecht, 1953 (B). 

Smith, Art (actor): Identified by Elia 
Kazan, 1952 (A); and Clifford Odets, 1952 
(A). 

Smith, Ralph (set designer): Identified by 
Harold Ashe, 1951 (A). 

Solomon, Lou (Louis) (writer): Identified 
by David A. Lang, 1953 (B); Pauline S. 
Townsend, 1953 (B); and Robert Rossen, 
1953 (B). 

Sondergaard, Gale (actress): Identified by 
Martin Berkeley, 1951 (A); Elizabeth Wilson, 
1951 (A); Bernard Schoenfeld, 1952 (A); 
Larry Parks, 1951 (B); and Lee J. Cobb, 1953 
(B). 

Spencer, Ray (writer): Identified by Danny 
Dare, 1953 (B). 

Stander, Liane (actor): Identified by Marc 
Lawrence, 1951 (A); Harold Ashe, 1951 (A); 
Mildred Ashe, 1951 (A); Martin Berkeley, 
1951 (A). 

Stanford, John (writer) : Identified by Da
vid A. Lang, 1953 (B). 

Stevenson, Philip Edward (writer): Iden
tified by Roy Huggins, 1952 (A); Leopold 
Atlas, 1953 (B); and Pauline S. Townsend, 
1953 (B). 

Stewart, Donald Ogden (writer): Identi
fied by Martin Berkeley, 1951 (A). 

Stone, Eugene R. (radio writer): Identified 
by Paul Marion, 1952 (A); Owen Vinson, 
1952 (A). 

Strawn, Arthur (writer): Identified by 
Martin Berkeley, 1951 (A); and Leopold At
las, 1953 (B). 

Sullivan, Elliott (actor): Identified · by 
Martin Berkeley, 1951 (A): Lee J. Cobb, 1953 
(B); and Jerome Robbins, 1953 (B). 

Taffel, Bess (writer): Identified by Leo 
Townsend, 1951 (A); Martin Berkeley, 1951 
(A); David A. Lang, 1953 (B); and Leopold 
Atlas, 1953 (B). 

Tarloff, Frank (writer) : Identified . by 
David A. Lang, 1953 (B) and Pauline S. 
Townsend, 1953 (B). 

Terkel, Louis (actor): Identified by Owen 
Vinson, 1952 (A) . 

Trabusis, Paul (writer): Identified by 
David A. Lang, 1963 (B). 

Traube, Shepard (theater director and 
producer): Identified by Martin Berkeley, 
1951 (A). 

Tree, Dorothy (Mrs. Michael Uris) (ac
tress): Larry Parks, 1953 (B) and Lee J. 
Cobb, 1953 (B). 

Trivers, Paul (writer): Identified by Ed
ward Dmytryk, 1951 (A); Frank Tuttle, 1951 
(A); Martin Berkeley, 1961 (A); Stanley 
Roberts, 1952 (A); Bernard Schoenfeld, 1952 
(A): David A. Lang, 1953 (B): Sol Shor, 
1953 (B); and Roland Kibbee, 1953 (B). 

Trumbo, Dalton, (writer): !identified by 
Martin Berkeley 1951 (A); Anne Ray Frank, 

1951 (A); Frank Tuttle, 1951 (A); Charles 
Daggett, 1952 (A): Stanley Roberts, 1952 
(A); Bernard Schoenfeld, 1952 (A); David A. 
Lang, 1953 (B); Max Benoff, 1953 (B); Leo
pold Atlas, 1953 (B); and Robert Rossen, 
1953 (B). 

Tyne, George (actor): Identified by Lee J. 
Cobb, 1953 (B). (Also known as Buddy 
Yarus.) 

Uerkvitz, Herta (studio research depart
ment): Identified by Martin Berkeley, 1951 
(A); and Elizabeth Wilson, 1951 (A). 

Uris, Dorothy Tree (Mrs. Michel Uris) (ac
tress): Identified by Meta Reis Rosenberg, 
1951 (A); Frank Tuttle, 1951 (A); Martin 
Berkeley, 1951 (A); Stanley Roberts, 1952 
(A); and Bernard Schoenfeld, 1952 (A). 

Uris, Michael (writer): Identified by 
Meta Reis Rosenberg, 1951 (A); Edward 
Dmytryk, 1951 (A); Frank Tuttle, 1951 (A); 
Martin Berkeley, 1951 (A); Stanley Roberts, 
1952 (A); Bernard Schoenfeld, 1952 (A); 
David A. Lang, 1953 (B); Sol Shor, 1953 (B); 
and Robert Rossen, 1953 (B). 

Vorhaus, Bernard (director): Identified by 
Edward Dmytryk, 1951 (A): Frank Tuttle, 
1951 (A); Martin Berkeley, 1951 (A); Stan
ley Roberts, 1952, (A); Bernard Schoenfeld, 
1952 (A); Sol Shor, 1953 (B); and Robert 
Rossen, 1953 (B). 

Wachsman, Robert (publicist) -: Identified 
by Charles Daggett, 1952 (B). 

Wagner, Esther Jerry (radio announcer): 
Identified by Babbette Lang, 1953 (B). 

Waldman, Herman (Aka David Wolf) 
(radio actor): Identified by Paul Marion, 
1952 (A); Owen Vinson, 1952 (A); and Roy 
Erwin, 1953 (B). 

Waxman, Stanley, (radio actor): Identi
fied by Paul Marion, 1952 (A); and Owen 
Vinson, 1952 (A). 

Weber, John (agent): Identified by Leo 
Townsend, 1951 (.A); and Martin Berkeley 
1951 (A). 

Wexley, John (writer) : Identified by Ed
wark Dmytryk, 1951 (A); Leo Townsend, 
1951 (A): Martin Berkeley, 1951 (A); David 
A. Lang, 1953 (B); Pauline S. Townsend, 
1953 (B); Bart Lytton, 1953 (B); and Rob
ert Rossen, 1953 (B). · 

Whitney, Lynn (actress): Idell'tified by 
Paul Marion, 1952 (A); Owen Vinson, 1952 
(A): Dwight Hauser, 1953 (B); and Roy 
Erwin, 1953 (B); Carin Kinzel, 1953 (B). 

Wilenchick, Clement (artist and actor): 
Investigation identifying Mr. Wilenchick as 
a member of the -Communist Party has not 
been made public (B). 

Willner, Geore (writers' agent): Identi
fied by Meta Reis Rosenberg, 1951 (A); Mar
tin Berkeley, 1951 (A); Melvin Levy, 1952 
(A): Isobel Lennart, 1952 (A); Silvia Rich
ards, 1953 (B); Leopold Atlas, 1953 (B); and 
Babbette Lang, 1953 (B). 

Wilson, Michael (writer): Identified by 
Bernard Schoenfeld, 1952 (A); David A. Lang, 
1953 (B); Sol Shor, 1953 (B); and Babbette 
Lang, 1953 (B). 

Wolff, William (radio writer) : Identified 
by Paul Marion, 1952 (A); and Owen Vinson, 
1952 (A). 

Young, Ned (actor and writer): Investi
gation identifying Mr. Young as a member 
of the Communist Party has not been made 
public (B). 

Zimet, Julian (writer): Identified by David 
A. Lang, 1953 (B); Pauline S. Townsend, 
1953 (B). 

Key: (A) Report of the House Committee 
on Un-American Activities for the year 1952. 
(B) Report of the House Committee on Un
American Activi~ies for the year 1953. 

Mr. MUNDT. I also salute the Vet
erans of Foreign Wars for their cou
rageous job in this field and their ef
fort to persuade individual Americans to 
do something about Communists-not 
merely to write a letter to their Senator 
or Representative saying, "I am against 
communism"; not merely to deliver a 
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speech about it somewhere; certainly not 
to form vigilante committees, because we 
do not want those. However, Americans 
can individually decline to buy what 
Communists publicize. They can decline 
to attend plays which Communists write 
or in which they participate. They can 
decline to support motion-picture pro
ducers who support Communists. They 
can refuse to buy what Communists pro
duce. They can carry their trade else
where and support good Americans. 
· I do not believe that is blacklisting 
any more than it is blacklisting for the 
British to display signs reading "Buy 
British." That is publicizing things in 
which they believe. I do not believe it 
is blacklisting any more than it is black
listing on the part of South Dakota 
farmers who carry on their automobiles 
signs· reading "Watch your curves; buy 
beef." That is good advice f.or ladies 
who must watch their avoirdupois. It is 
not blacklisting lobsters. It is simply 
publicizing beef. 

I am glad that some· Americans are 
beginning to assume individual responsi
bility. This is something in which we 
must engage as individuals by an appro
priate American type of activity. Cer
tainly nothing is more American than 
the proposition that a man who has a 
dollar has the right to spend it where 
he wants to spend it and to decline to 
spend his dollar with those he happens 
to dislike. 

I salute also the All-American Con
ference To Combat Communism, which 
is an affiliation of 51 great American 
organizations which unite on one partic
ular point of view, and that'is that they 
are opposed to communism. They pub
lish a periodical called Freedom's Facts 
Against Communism. This is also avail
able to anyone who wishes to subscribe 
to it. It also costs $3 a year. Subscrip
tions may be sent to 917 15th Street NW., 
Washington, D. C. The publication is 
issued about every 2 weeks. The article 
in the issue which I have before me, for 
January 1956, was sponsored by the Jew
ish War Veterans of the United States 
of America, a member of the All-Ameri
can Conference To Combat Communism. 

I salute Catholic organizations such 
as the League of Decency, which pretty 
well wiped nauseating sex from Ameri
can films. Having done that, they are 
doing something about Communists. 
They are apprising their people as to 
some of the Communist films, and some 
of the producers in Hollywood who slip 
in a Communist film now and then, or 
who employ Communist actors and try 
to give them a mantle of respectability 
by putting them in films with some good 
Americans. They say, "We will not go 
to see films put out by such producers, 
regardless of whether or not any par
t icular one is communistic. We will 
patronize those who have seen the light. 

. We a re proudly American, and proudly 
ant i-Communist. We will patronize only 
other good Americans." 

While passing out the orchids, Mr. 
President, I wish to present a few to the 
Daughters of the American Revolution 
who, certainly, have been valiant in this 
fight for many years, who have had the 
courage to name names, and who have 
refused to purchase products from big 

American companies who permit the 
advertising · agencies they · employ to 
utilize Communist talent in the business 
of promoting advertising programs. 

More Americans should do that, Mr. 
President. If they would, they could 
clean this thing up. 

Mr. President, I salute the Elks organ
ization, ·which so frequently, in its 
monthly magazine, publishes anti-Com
munist articles, so proudly displays the 
emblem of America, and recognizes the 
dangers of communism to our freedom of 
thought. 

I salute Counterattack. This pub
lication costs a little more than most of 
us can afford-$24 a year. It is pub
lished weekly in New York City by former 
agents of the FBI, and has the courage 
to name names. 

Mr. President, it is interesting that the 
publication of names so seldom, if ever, 
brings about a suit for libel. It is said, 
"Here is a man who is a Communist and 
who is appearing in a play," or "Here is 
a man who is a Communist and who is 
employed by certain advertising agencies 
on television." 

What a wonderful chance for a libel 
suit. Why do they not sue the Firing 
Line or Counterattack? One of their 
fair-haired boys made that mistake once. 
The story has been recounted on this 
floor, and I shall not go into the details 
again, but Alger Hiss went to the Federal 

·penitentiary because he made the mis-
take of suing for libel. When it got to 
the point where he had to put up or 
shut up, he could not put up. So, he was 
shut in, instead-shut in a cell in one of 
our Federal penitentiaries. 

So these fakers whose names appear in 
the lists published by Counterattack, the 
Firing Line, and other publications, may 
make a lot of noise, but they do not go to 
.court, because if they were to lose the 
suit it is a pretty clear-cut indication 
that they have been properly labeled as 
Communists, and they might lose their 
lush advertising contracts as talented in
dividuals who somehow or other lack the 
convictions of Americanism to make 
proper citizens. 

Mr. President, I salute the Scripps
Howard newspapers. They have kept 
the flag flying. I salute them for keep.
ing Freddy Woltman's shoulder to the 
wheel. He did a grand job for the New 
York World-Telegram. He demon
strated a national reputation and ca
pacity to ferret out this underground 
conspiracy known as communism. I am 
glad Scripps-Howard keeps him at the 
job. 

I also salute, Mr. President, the Hearst 
newspapers and its great newspapers 
which have never pulled down the flag. 
I salute the Chicago Tribune, which has 
never been afraid to call a spade a spade 
in this battle for America. 

I salute the House Committee on Un
American Activities, the Internal Se
curity Committee of the Senate, and the 
FBI for their continuing and continuous 
job of bringing to the attention of Ameri-

. cans those individuals within our midst 
who would employ the dollars .they get 
from honest Americans to support Com
munist activities and to-destroy the whole 
framework of our freedom. 

. ' ~ 
I hope that individual Americans 

·everywhere will reexamine their con
sciences and ask themselves, "What can 
I do individually to strike a blow for free
dom? What can I do to make sure that 
none of the money I spend goes to help 
support a Communist agency or a Com
munist cause, either by directly going 
into the box office of a theater offering 
a Communist play, or indirectly to the 
manufacturers of products which in turn 
are publicized on television or on radio 
by Communists?" 

Mr. President, if we could only acti
vate the wholesome conscience and the 
innate · resistance of 25 percent of . the 
good Americans of this country and 
awaken them to their responsibility and 
opportunity in this field, we could break 
up very quickly the Communist move
ment in America, because we would take 
-from it the source of some of its great 
income which enables it to operate as 
effectively as it has against our body 
politic. 

This -is a challenge which each indi
vidual American must accept or reject 
for himself, Mr. President. Acting as 
an individual,. every citizen who has the 
necessary convictions and courage can 
become a towering force in the battle 
against Godless communism despite the 
disparaging criticisms of the Fund for 
the Republic. Every American can re
fuse to patronize or purchase a Commu
nist play or a Communist product. He 
can refuse to purchase a product adver
tised on radio and television by a Com
munist employed by some advertising 
agency or some projection studio. He 
can write the manufacturer of that prod
uct and tell him why he will no longer 
purchase its products. He can express 
himself to his friends and neighbors. 
He can become a worker in the vineyard 
of freedom and a fighter in the battle 
against communism without ever join
ing a committee or an organization of 
any kind. Once Americans alert them
selves to the dangers of communism to 
the point where they activate themselves 
to do something to weaken and curtail it, 
we shall be well along on our road to 
victory over this malicious and malig
·nant conspiracy of evil. 

SOCIAL SECURITY AMENDMENTS OF 
1956-AMENDMENT 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, I wish 
to submit an amendment intended to 
be proposed by me to H. R. 7225, to 
amend the Social Security Act. My 
amendment would correct what I believe 
is an unintended inequity in the bill as 
reported out by the Finance Committee. 
The bill provides for Federal matching 
for medical payments under the various 
public-assistance programs, up to $8 per 
month for each adult and $4 for each 
child. The purpose of this provision of 
the bill, which I heartily support, is to 
encourage the States to broaden their 
medical programs for the recipients of 
public assistance. However, a number 
of States have already set up medical
care programs which average more than 
$8 per month for each individual, using 
Federal matching funds available to 
them for cash payments, as they are per
mit t ed to do under the present law. The 
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bill separates medical payments from 
cash payments and limits Federal match
ing to one-half of $8. tt would thus 
force States to curtail their medical-care 
programs to the $8 limit, and to give 
larger cash payments in order to receive 
the maximum Federal matching. 

My amendment would permit all States 
to continue to use matching funds avail
able for cash payments for medical-care 
programs if they wished to do so, and to 
take advantage of the new medical-care 
provisions of the bill without having to 
curtail their existing programs. I hope 
this amendment will be accepted so that 
exil:lting programs may continue. . 

I ask unanimous consent that the 
amendment be printed and that it lie at 
the desk so that other Senators, some 
of whom have already expressed an in
terest in the amendment, may have the 
opportunity to cosponsor it if they desire 
to do so. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
amendment will be received, printed, and 
lie on the desk, as requested by the Sen
ator from Illinois. 

STRENGTHENING OF INTERNA-
TIONAL RELATIONS BY CULTURAL 
AND ATHLETIC EXCHANGES AND 
PARTICIPATION IN INTERNA
TIONAL FAIRS AND FESTIVALS 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Minnesota. Mr. 
President, many of us have been deeply 
disturbed by the timidity, hesitancy and 
cowardice exhibited by certain agencies 
in failing to implement the clear words 
of the President and Vice President of 
the United States. We have heard a 
good deal lately about the importance 
of "people to people'' contacts, a wider 
exchange of persons, taking advantage 
of any breach in the Iron Curtain, and 
utilizing every opportunity to demon
strate our free way of life. 

On the congressional side -there have 
been heartening endorsements o·f these 
general principles. These endorsements 
have taken concrete form. One among 
many examples is the passage by the 
Senate in March of S. 3116, a bill to 
strengthen international relations 
through cultural and athletic exchanges 
and participation in international fairs 
and festivals. 

I have been delighted to learn that this 
bill has just been favorably reported to 
the House by the House Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, and I am hopeful for 
early House approval. 

Mr. President, at the same time such 
encouraging things are happening in 
Congress, the executive agencies are not 
only unimaginative but cowardly. The 
recent behavior of the United States In
formation Agency in withdrawing spon
sorship from one of the most important 
cultural exhibits ever planned for use 
abroad is symptomatic of this dis
couraging, unimaginative approach. 
This particular incident has been a 
source of considerable disappointment 
and bitterness among groups who have 
been trying to cooperate with the admin
istration in the development of a bold 
new cultural program abroad. This re
action is apparent in the news articles 
covering the announcement of the 

USIA's withdrawal from sponsoring the 
art exhibit. 

Two such articles are typical One of 
them by Anthony Lewis appeared in the 
New York Times on June 20, 1956, and 
another appeared in the Washington 
Post and Times Herald on June 22, 1956. 
I ask unanimous consent that these two 
articles be printed in the RECORD at this 
point in my remarks. 

There being no objection, the articles 
were ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 
[From the New York Times of June 20, 1956] 
RED IssUE BLOCKS EuRoPE ART Touit-UNITED 

STATES INFORMATION UNIT .FEARS 10 PAINT
ERS IN SHOW MAY BE CALLED PRO-COMMU
NIST-ACTION CALLED A F'IAsco-ASSISTING 
MUSEUMS REFUSE To USE A PoLrrICAL CRI
TERION--SEE UNITED STATF.S CULTURE HURT 

(By Anthony Lewis) 
WASHINGTON, June 20.-The United States 

Information Agency is withdrawing from 
sponsorship of what had been planned as one 
of the most important exhibits of American 
paintings ever sent abroad. 

It has done so because of a fear that some 
of the artists included in the show may be 
accused of pro-Communist leanings. 

This is the third flurry within the USIA 
in recent months over "subversive art," and 
it is regarded as the most significant. A 
number of leading American art institutions 
had cooperated in getting up this show, and 
had considered it an ambitious step in in
ternational cultural exchange. 

The reaction now among these art groups 
is one of bitterness and disappointment. 
They call the affair a fiasco and say it will 
end by damaging the cultural standing of 
the United States abroad. 

The projected show was to have included 
major works of 100 American artists of the 
20th century. To get the pictures together, 
the information agency had called on the 
American Federation of Arts, a nonprofit 
organization with headquarters in New York. 

PAINTINGS 

The federation's choice· of artists was made 
by John I. H. Bauer, curator of the Whitney 
Museum in New York, and by Dwight Kirsch 
of the Des Moines, Iowa, Art Center. Paint
ings were borrowed from museums, galleries 
and private collectors over the country. 
More than half the works have been brought 
to New York, ready for the European tour. 

Then, some weeks ago, a USIA representa
tive informed the federation that about 10 
of the artists on the list were ''unacceptable" 
for political reasons. The phrase "social 
hazards" was used. 

Rejecting any political tests for its artists, 
the federation's 42 trustees voted unani
mously on May 23 not to participate in the 
show if any paintings were barred by the 
Government. 

The federation told the Information 
Agency it did not want to know the names of 
the 10 suspected artists, because it did not 
want to participate in circulating any pos
sibly libelous charges against them. 

The federation cited a resolution by its 
trustees in October 1954 that art "should 
be judged on its merits as a work of art and 
not by the political or social views of the 
artist." It also mentioned a statement m ade 
that same month by President Eisenhower, 
which said in part: 

"Freedom of the arts is a basic freedom, 
one of the pillars of liberty in our land • • •. 
Our people must have unimpaired oppor
tunity to see, to understand, to profit from 
our artists' work • • •. 

"But, my friends, how different it is in 
tyranny. When artists are made the slaves 
and the tools of the state, when artists be
come the chief propagandists of a cause, 

progress is arrested and. creation and genius 
are destroyed." 

WIDE RANGE OF ARTISTS 
Painters selected for the show ranged from 

such sometime realists as John Sloan, George 
Bellows, Thomas Hart Benton, Grant Wood, 
Ivan Albright, and Reginald Marsh to such 
expressionists as Max Weber, John Marin, 
Yasuo Kuniyoshi, and Ben Shahn and nu
merous examples of the surrealist and ab
stract. (This list was chosen at random 
from 100 painters and has no relation to 
charges of procommunism.) 

The Information Agency has not finally re
jected· the show or canceled its sponsorship. 
But it has made clear that it feels it cannot 
go ahead unless some kind of political test 
for the artists is accepted. Efforts are un
der way to arrange a private sponsor. 

The federation has planned many shows 
for the USIA in the last few years and has 
never run into difficulty on anything but 
contemporary American works. The two 
major previous episodes involving Commu
nist charges were these: 

The USIA canceled plans to send to Aus
tralia an exhibit called "Sport in Art," which 
had been sent around the country by the 
magazine Sports Illustrated. The Agency 
dropped out because some group called the 
Dallas County Patriotic Council had made 
political charges against some of the artists 
when the show went to Dallas, Tex. 

The Agency raised objections to an art col~ 
lectio.n from American university and college 
galleries that was going overseas because it 
included a picture by Pablo Picasso. The 
artist is a member of the French Commu
nist Party. This tangle was eventually 
ironed out. · 

The Agency declined to comment today on 
the reasons for its stand on the art matters. 
But it is known that fear of congressional 
criticism has played an important part. 

[From the Washington Post and Times 
Herald of June 22, 1956) 

USIA Qurrs FoURTH OVERSEA SHOW 
The United States Information Agency ap

parently is withdrawing from the sponsor
ship overseas of a major American art exhibit 
because some of the represented artists are 
unacceptable for political reasons. 

When questioned about the report, USIA 
Director Theodore C. Streibert offered a terse 
"No comment." 

USIA apparently is pulling out of the long
planned project because 10 of the 100 artists 
may be accused of pro-Communist tenden
cies. 

It marks the fourth time in recent months 
that USIA or the State Department has be
come involved in an imbroglio of this nature. 
USIA canceled plans to send to Australia an 
exhibit called Sport in Art after a group 
called the Dallas (Tex.) County Patriotic 
Council made political charges against some 
of the artists. 

USIA objected to an art collection from 
American colleges going · abroad on the 
grounds it included a picture by Pablo Pi
casso, a member of the French Communist 
Party. 

A State Department-sponsored tour of 
Southeast Asia by Toscanini's former NBC 
Symphony of the Air was canceled, mainly 
because 4 fiddlers in the 101-man orchestra 
allegedly had pro-Communist sympathies. 

The most recent incident concerns the 
planned exhibition of the 20th century· 
American art. USIA had asked the Ameri
can Federation of Arts, a nonprofit organi
zation, to get the pictures together. 

Among the noted art experts assigned to 
select the pictures was John Walker, chief 
curator of the National Gallery of Art. The 
pictures were borrowed from art institutions 
all over the country and more than half 
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are already in New York City, ready fof the 
planned European tour. 

Recently a. USIA representative told the 
federation that 10 of the artists were un
acceptable for political reasons. On May 
23 the federation's 42 trustees voted unani
mously . not to participate in the exhibit if 
the artists were to be subjected to such 
political tests. 

The federation told USIA it did not want 
to know the names of the 10 suspected 
painters. It cited a resolution adopted by 
its trustees in October 1954, that art "should 
be judged on its merits as a work of art and 
not by the political or social views of the 
artist." 

Among the painters whose work was 
chosen for the exhibit are George Bellows, 
John Sloan, Grant Wood, Thomas Hart Den
ton, Reginald Marsh, Ivan Albright, Max 
Weber, John Marin, Ben Shahn, and Yasuo 
Kuniyoshi. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Minnesota. Mr. 
President, the editorial comments on 
this withdrawal have been as courageous 
as the USIA has been timid. An editorial 
in the New York Times of June 20, 1956, 
described the USIA decision as "spine
less.'' An editorial in the Washington 
Post and Times Herald of June 23, 1956, 
described the USIA action as something 
itself which "does serious damage to 
American prestige abroad.'' I ask unani
mous consent that these two editorials 
be printed in the RECORD at this point 
in my remarks. 

There being no objection, the edito
rials were ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as follows: 
[From the New York Times of June 20, 1956] 

PEOPLE TO PEOPLE 

With President Eisenhower's expressed 
hope for furtherance of "people-to-people 
contacts • • • to create understanding" 
among the civilized nations of the world 
there can be no serious disagreement. The 
public and private exchange programs under 
which foreigners come to this country and 
establish direct and personal communication 
with Americans, and vice versa, constitute 
one of the most effective of all methods of 
building up mutual comprehension and 
goodwill. 

The President's support of these programs 
makes all the more puzzling the fact that 
the State Department asked this year for 
actually less money than last year for educa
tional exchanges. It requested $22 million 
last year for the educational program and $20 
million this year. Considering - the impor
tance of the program and the moral weight 
the President rightly ascribes to it, this is· a 
paltry figure, especially when compared with 
a sum 7 times as great for the govern
mental exchange of technicians under a dif
ferent program and also compared with an 
appropriation of more than $100 million for 
propaganda of dubious effectiveness put out 
by the United States Information Agency. 
While everybody from the President down 
seems to believe- that educational exchange 
is wonderful, the Agency under which it is 
administered is treated something like a 
stepchild in the State Department, with no 
top-ranking departmental official showing 
really vital interest in it. 

But this is not the only puzzling feature 
about the working out of "people-to-people 
contacts" with governmental encouragement. 
What could be more important in this area 
of activity than contact with foreigners along 
cultural lines-through the theater, music, 
art, and the like? Yet it almost seems that 
every time an effort is made to establish such 
serious contact some spineless official _ in 
Washington becomes frightened by the Com
munist bugaboo and the enterprise is called 

off, to the great detriment of American pres
tige abroad. 

The Symphony of the Air, with -a record 
behind it as one of the best American propa- . 
ganda agencies ever sent to the Far East, lost 
a scheduled trip to the Middle East presum
ably for this reason, if it can be called a. 
reason. An exhibition of American sporting 
pictures, to be sent to Australia, was with
drawn on the complaint of a small group of 
fanatics that some of the artists had un
American associations. One of the finest 
plays on Broadway will not be sent to the 
International Theater Festival this year be
cause someone in Washington cannot un
derstand that real art appeals to people, even 
though it may offend a diplomat or two. 

We are glad the President plans to have a 
conference in Washington to encourage "peo
ple-to-people contacts," and we hope some 
of the Government officials who have done so 
much in their official capacity to alienate 
these contacts will be invited. 

[From the Washington Post and Times Her
ald of June 23, 1956] 

CONTROVERSIAL ARTISTS 

The United States Information Agency 
seems determined to represent the United 
States as a country in which art is judged 
in terms of its propaganda value and artists 
are rated in accordance with their political 
orthodoxy. This is an untrue picture of 
the United States. It is also a picture which 
does serious damage to American prestige 
abroad. It is, essentially, the very picture 
of America which Soviet propagandists have 
tried to paint. 

The USIA appears to be withdrawing its 
sponsorship of a show which was · to have 
included major works of 100 contemporary 
American artists selected by the American 
Federation o·f Arts, a nonprofit organization 
embracing many of the leading American 
art institutions. The show was regarded as 
an important effort toward international cul
tural understanding and recognition of the 
United States as a land hospitable to the arts. 
The USIA now threatens to withdraw its 
sponsorship because 10 of the artists in the 
show were considered "unacceptable" for po
litical reasons and because the federation's 
42 trustees voted unanimously not to par
ticipate in the show if any paintings were 
barred by the Government. 

Artists are, by nature, nonconformists. 
They would not be artists if they did not see 
things differently from ordinary men. To 
judge their work on the basis of the conven
tionality of their private lives and their po
litical opinions would be to select, inevi
tably, the commonplace instead of the origi
nal; it would end in choosing illustrators, 
instead of artists. The trustees of the Amer
ican Federation of Arts are quite right in 
saying that art "should be judged on its · 
merits as a work of art and not by the politi
cal or social views of the artist." And they 
aptly quote President Eisenhower's obser
vation: 

"Freedom of the arts is a basic freedom, 
one of the pillars of liberty in our land. • • • 
But, my friends, how different it is in tyr
anny. When artists are made the slaves and 
the tools of the state, when artists become 
the chief propagandists of a cause, progress 
is arrested and creation and genius are de
stroyed." 

Behind the USIA's timorousness lies a fear 
that Congress would deny funds to the 
Agency-if it sponsored work by controversial 
artists. We are inclined to think that this 
libels Congress. In any case, it is a shabby 
rationalization. USIA is false to· its own 
trust when it uses funds for the misrepre
sentation of America abroad. 

.Mr. HUMPHREY of Minnesota. Mr. 
President, I am sure that most thought
ful Members of Congress are disappoint-

ed by· the action of the USIA in this in
stance, and I am hopeful that one of 
these days timidity will be replaced with 
boldness, not only in words but in deeds 
as well. 

One of the things which might bolster 
the confidence of the USIA as well as 
assure congressional support and coop
eration with the information program 
would be the adoption of Senate Joint 
Resolution 161, a resolution which I in
troduced on April 11, 1956, which would 
carry out the recommendations of the . 
United States Advisory Committee on 
Information by creating a Joint Com- · 
mittee on Information. 

· This joint committee would be em- . 
powered to study the extent and eff ec
tiveness of all United States interna
tional information programs, study the 
techniques, special characteristics, and 
extent of all types of Communist propa-
ganda including methods used to pene
trate information media of the free 
world with such propag·anda, inquire 
into the extent to which scientific re
search and development in the field of 
mass communications have progressed 
in the United States and the degree to 
which such scientific advances are uti
lized by the United States international 
information programs, and provide a 
continuous, cooperative relationship be
tween Congress and the United States 
international information programs. 
. Mr. President, the recent appoint

ment of Mr. Shepilov, the editor of 
Pravda, as the new Soviet Foreign Min
ister should provide us with ample addi
tional warning, if we need any, of what 
we are up against in the struggle for the 
minds of men all over the world, when 
ideas become bullets and words become 
bombs. 

This new Soviet move should awaken 
us more than ever to the urgent neces
sity for a more concentrated and effec
tive effort to keep the world informed of 
the real spirit of American democracy. 
Adoption of Senate Joint Resolution 161 
should help in this endeavor. In addi- . 
tion to reassuring our friends abroad, the 
adoption of this resolution · apparently 
might even serve to reassure the USIA 
and encourage them, on occasion, to be 
brave, or at least to be stalwart. 

In reference to the ac\iion of the USIA, 
I should like to comment about one in
stance which is referred to by the New 
York Times, a case in which the USIA 
turned down an exhibit. It canceled a 
plan to send to Australia an exhibit 
c_alled "Sport in Art," which had been 
sent all around this country by the mag
azine called Sports Illustrated. I believe 
the Sports Ulustrate·d, if I am not mis
taken, is published by the publishers of 
Time, Life, and Fortune. It· is a splen
did magazine. 

I read from the Times article: 
The , Agency dropped out because som~ 

group called the Dallas County Patriotic 
Council had made political charges against 
some of ~he artists when the s]:low went to 
Dallas, Tex. 
· The Agency raised objections to an art 

collection from American university and 
college ·galleries that was going overseas be
cause it included a picture by Pablo Picasso . 
The artist is a member of the F.rench Com
munist Party. This tangle was eventually 
ironed out. 
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The ·Agency declined to comment today 
on the reasons for its stand on the art mat. 
ters. But it is known that fear of con• 
gressional criticism has played an important 
part. 

I might say that if the people of the 
United States can be subjected to a sort 
of roving tour of art in the field of sports 

· activities, such as that which was spon
sored by Sports Illustrated, I should 
imagine that the people of Australia 
might have sufficient moral fiber to en
dure the same kind of exhibition. 

I want to. know why the USIA does 
not follow the mandate of the President. 
Or are we to assume that the President 
makes speeches merely to pleasz some 
persons, and that the Government he is 
supposed to preside over and administer 
pays no attention to the attitudes and 
expressions of philosophy by the Presi
dent of the United States? 

I remind the Senate that the Presi
dent said that freedom of the arts is a 
basic freedom; it is one of the pillars 
of liberty in our land. I suggest that in 
the light. of what we have heard, we 
might contemplate that expression of 
philosophy by the President. 

The recent withdrawal of Sports Illus
trated by the USIA, according to the 
New York Times article and all other 
press reports, is due to the fact that the 
USIA is withdrawing from the sponsor
ship of what had been planned as one _ 
of the most important exhibitions of 
American painting ever to have been 
sent abroad. 

I read from Mr. Anthony Lewis' ar
ticle in the New York Times of June 20 
1956: ' 

It has done so because of a fear that some 
of the artists included in the show may be 
accused of pro-Communist leanings. 

This is the third flurry Within the USIA 
in recent months over "subversive art," and 
it is regarded as the most significant. A 
number of leading American art institutions 
had cooperated in getting up this show, and 
had considered it an ambitious step in inter
national cultural exchange. 

The reaction now among these art groups 
is one of bitterness and disappointment. 
Call the affair a "fiasco" and say it will end 
by damaging the cultural standing of the 
United States abroad. 

The projected show was to have included 
major works of 100 American artists of the 
20th century. To get the pictures together, 
the Information Agency had called on the 
American Federation of Arts, a nonprofit 
organization with headquarters in New York. 

I hope the officers of the USIA will 
study the situation carefully. I noted 
while I was home during the past" week
end that the Minneapolis Morning Trib
une had published a blistering editorial 
relating to this subject matter, and had 
called to the attention of its readers the 
fact that the USIA had bowed down to 
social and political pressures and had 
demonstrated anything else but integrity 
and courage in this particular matter. 
That is all the more reason, it seems to 
me, why we need in Congress a joint 
committee on information programs. 

The New York Times editorial to 
which I referred earlier contains one 
statement which I think is rather apro
pos, and which I shall read: 

Yet it almost seems that every time ·an 
effort is made to establish such serious con-

tact some spineless official 1n Washington 
becomes frightened by the Communist buga
boo and the enterprise is called off, to the 
great detriment of American prestige abroad. 

The Symphony of the Air, with a record 
behind it as one of the best American propa
ganda agencies ever sent to the Far East, 
lost a scheduled trip to the Middle East 
presumably for this reason, if it can be 
called a reason. 

It is interesting to note that Symphony 
of the Air went to the Far East, where 
the problems are serious; but that when 
it was scheduled to go to the Middle East, 
some objection was raised, and this sym
phonic orchestra, which has been the 
delight of minions of people, had its pro
gram called off. 

Mr. President, if that is the kind of 
attitude which is going to prevail in this 
country, what is the United States doing 
in an international convention on the 
possible uses of atomic energy? Why 
did the President permit General Twin
ing to go to the Soviet Union? What 
will happen in this country if some So
viet doctor discovers a new cure for a 
disease? Are we supposed to die because 
a Communist discovers a cure? 

What will happen if General Twining 
learns of some new development in So
viet planes? Are we supposed to say 
that we would rather lose a war than to 
benefit by an advancement in Soviet 
engineering which might be incorporated
in our owri planes? 

Mr. President, we can become so blind 
that we can throw ourselves over the 
precipice of disaster. There is such a 
thing as . common enlightenment and 
horse sense. 

I observe that the majority leader has 
come to the floor. A statement which 
he made was quoted recently in a maga
zine article. It more or less underscores 
what I am trying to say. I can only 
paraphras_e it. He said something to the 
effect that his beloved father had once · 
told him that, ''Some people are awfully 
smart, but they haven't got any sense." 

Sometimes one can be awfully smart, 
but simply not have any judgment. I 
think· what America needs now is some 
v.ery good judgment. 

I think we had better be deciding 
whether we are going to stand in mortal 
fear of a little Communist activity, or 
are going to demonstrate that we have 
strength, faith, and courage, and are go
ing to put our best foot forward. We 
should be proud of American art, culture, 
and industry; and .this United States 
Senator wants to say now that he is for 
challenging the Soviet Union in every 
conceivable area of life, by using every 
talent at our command to do it. There 
is no room for timidity, for fear; for 
floundering, for the kind of administra
tive ambivalence which seems to be 
plaguing the Government. We are com
ing in no longer on a slow freight; we 
are even missing the train. 

I am of the opinion we .had better 
make up our minds that we are in a war 
for keeps. This is a world ·series having 
only one game. Either we· will win the 
first" game, or we will not be in the series 
at all. One of the things we must do to 
win in this great world series competi
tion between the Soviet Union and the 

free world is to get out in front and stay 
there. 

We are being outmaneuvered in the 
Middle East while the American people 
are being deluded into believing every
thing is fine and dandy. Day after day, 
in area after area of.the world, we are be
ing outmaneuvered and outcounted 
through the propaganda of the Soviet 
Union. 

The United States is a great country, 
which is proud of its merchandizing and 
proud of its advertising; · it points with 
pride to its skill in communications. 
But for some reason we seem to have be
come paralyzed when it comes to inter
national competition. 

I hope the suggestion made with ref
erence to the United States Information 
Agency at the time the appropriation bill 
was under consideration will be followed 
up. I think the whole program needs 
to be examined. I have had some feel
ings in the past that we were making 
progress, but when some Senators stand 
on the floor and undertake to say that 
the USIA may be doing something which 
appears to be a little to the left of Grant 
or McKinley, then the USIA stands like 
it has been stunned and immobilized. 

· I suggest that it should be a little more 
interested in pursuing a program which 
will be designed through the coopera
tion of the best minds in this country, -
and by persons of talent and ;resourceful
ness. 

ADJOURNMENT 
Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi

dent, pursuant to the order previously 
entered, I move that the Senate stand 
adjourned until 12 o'clock noon to
morrow. 

The motion was agreed to ; and (at 7 
o'clock and 1 minute p. m.) the Senate 
adjourned, the adjournment being, un
der the order previously entered, until 
Tuesday, June . 26, 1956, at 12 o'clock 
meridian. 

CONFIRMATION 

- Executive nomination confirmed by 
the Senate June 25, legislative day of 
June 22, 1956. 

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE COMMISSION 

James Cunningham Sargent, of New York, 
to be a member of the Securities and Ex
change Commission for · the term expiring 
June 5, 1961. 

II ...... •• 
·HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

MONDAY, JUNE 25, 1956 

The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 
The Chaplain, Rev. Bernard Braskamp, 

D. D., offered the following prayer: 

Almighty God, may we now come unto 
Thee in a truly prayerful spirit, humbly 
acknowledging how much we need Thee 
and also confidently realizing that Thou 
art able and willing to supply all our 
needs. 

Grant that in the midst of the miseries 
and mysteries, the confusions and 
changes of life, we may have the patience 
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and perseverance to wait for new and 
further revelations of Thy love and care. 

We pray that the democracy, which 
we are seeking to establish, may be inore 
magnanimous and unselfish in its feel
ings and purposes and more extensive in 
its fellowship and influence. 

Inspire us with a faith and courage to 
break down all the barriers which prevent 
any of the nations and members of the 
human family from possessing and en
joying the blessings of freedom and 
peace. · 

Hear us in Christ's name. Amen. 
The Journal of the proceedings of 

Thursday, June 14, 1956, was read and 
approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. 

Ast, one of its clerks, announced that the ' 
Senate had passed bills of the .following 
titles, in which the concurrence of the 
House is requested: 

S. 2654. An act to authorize the Adminis
trator of General Services to convey certain 
lands in -the State of Wyoming to the city 
of Cheyenne, Wyo.; 

S. 3042. An act to amend section .27 of 
the Mineral Leasing Act of February 25, 
1920, as amended (30 U. S. C., sec. 184), in 
qrder to promote the development of phos
phate on the public domain; 

S. 3467. An act to authorize the convey
ance of tribal lands from the Shoshone In
dian Tribe and the Arapahoe Indian Tribe 
of the Wind .River .Reservation in Wyoming 
to the United States; and . 

S. 35·12. An act to permit desert land en
tries on disconnected tracts of lands which, 
in the case of any one entryman, form a 
compact unit and do not exceed in the ag
gregate 320 cases. 

The message also announced that the 
Senate had passed, with amendments in 
which the concurrence of the House is 
requested, a bill of the House of the fol
lowing title: 

H. R. 9852. An act to extend the Defense 
Production Act of 1950, as amended, and for 
other purposes. 

The message also announced that the 
Senate had passed, with amendments in 
which the concurrence of the House is 
requested, a bill of the House of the fol
lowing title: 

H. R. 11619. An act to amend the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1954 and the Narcotic Drugs 
Import and Export Act to provide for a more 
effective control of narcotic drugs and mari
huana, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the 
Senate insists on its amendments to the 
foregoing bill, requests a conference with 
the House on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon, and appoints Mr. 
EASTLAND, Mr. O'MAHONEY, Mr. DANIEL, 
Mr. WELKER, and Mr. BUTLER to be the 
conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the 
Senate disagrees to the amendments of 
the House to the bill (S. 3149) entitled 
"An act to amend the Civil Aeronautics 
Act of 1938 in order to permit air carriers 
to grant free or reduced rate transporta
tion to ministers of religion," requests a 
conference with the House on the dis
agreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 

and appoints Mr. MONRONEY, Mr. MAGNU
SON, Mr. SMATHERS, Mr. SCHOEPPEL, and 
Mr. PAYNE to be the conferees on the part 
of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the 
Senate insists upon its amendments to 
the bill (H. R. 6376) entitled "An act to 
provide for the hospitalization and care 
of the mentally ill of Alaska, and for 
other purposes," disagreed to by the 
House; agrees to the conference asked by 
the House on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon, and appoints Mr. 
JACKSON, Mr. BIBLE, Mr. LAIRD, Mr. KU
CHEL, and Mr. GOLDWATER to be the con
ferees on the part of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the 
Senate requests the House to return to 
the Senate the message announcing its 
agreement to the amendments to S. 1622, 
entitled "An act to authorize the Secre
tary of the Interior to make payment for 
certain improvements located on public 
lands in the Rapid Valley unit, South Da
kota, of the Missouri River Basin proj
ect, and for other purposes." 

The message also announced that the 
Vice President has appointed Mr. JOHN
STON ·of South Carolina and Mr. CARLSON 
members of the joint select committee 
on the part of the Senate, as provided for 
in the act of August 5, 1939, entitled "An 
act to provide for the disposition of cer
tain records of the United States Govern
ment," for the disposition of executive 
papers referred to in the report o{ the 
Archivist of the United States, numbered 
56-17. 

EXTENDING DEFENSE PRODUCTION 
ACT OF 1950 

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker's table the bill (H. R. 9852) to 
extend the Defense Production Act of 
1950, as amended, and for other pur
poses, with Senate amendments thereto, 
disagree to the Senate amendments, and 
ask for a conference with the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ken
tucky? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none and appoints the following 
conferees: Messrs. SPENCE, BROWN of 
Georgia, PATMAN, RAINS, WOLCOTT, GAM
BLE, and TALLE. 

AMENDING THE EXPOR'l' CONTROL 
ACT OF 1949 

Mr. SPENCE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker's table the bill (H. R. 9052) to 
amend the Export Control Act of 1949 
to continue for an additional period of 2 
years the authority provided thereunder 
for the regulation of exports, with Sen
ate amendments thereto, disagree to the 
Senate amendments, and ask for a con
ference with the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ken
tucky? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none and appoints the following 
conferees: Messrs. SPENCE, BROWN of 
Georgia, PATMAN, RAINS, WOLCOTT, GAM
BLE, and TALLE. 

APPROPRIATIONS FOR TENNESSEE 
VALLEY AUTHORITY, CERTAIN 
AGENCIES OF DEPARTMENT OF 
THE INTERIOR AND CIVIL FUNC
TIONS OF THE ARMY, 1957 
Mr. CANNON submitted a conference 

report and statement on the bill (H. R. 
11319) making appropriations for the 
Tennessee Valley Authority, certain 
agencies of the Department of the In
terior, and civil functions administered 
by the Department of the Army, for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1957, and for 
other purposes. 

APPROPRIATIONS FOR DEPART
MENTS OF LABOR, AND HEALTH, 
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE, AND 
RELATED AGENCIES, 1957 
Mr. _ FERNANDEZ, on behalf of Mr. 

FOGARTY, submitted a conference report 
and statement on the bill <H. R. 9720) 
making appropriations for the Depart
ments of Labo:r, and Health, Education, 
and Welfare, and related agencies, for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1957, and 
for other purposes. 

CONTROL OF NARCOTIC DRUGS 
Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker's table the bill (H. R. 11619) to 
provide for a more effective control of 
narcotic drugs, and for other related 
purposes, with Senate amendments 
thereto, disagree to the Senate amend
ments and agree to the conference asked 
by the Senate. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 

the request of the gentleman from Ten
nessee? [After a pause.] The Chair 
hears none and appoints the following 
conferees: Mr. COOPER, Mr. MILLS, Mr. 
BOGGS, Mr. BYRNES of Wisconsin, and 
Mr. SADLAK. 

TERMINATION OF RUBBER 
DISPOSAL COMMISSION 

Mr. VINSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent for the immediate 
consideration of"the bill (H. R. 11878) to 
extend the date upon which the Rubber 
Disposal Commission will terminate. 
. I have cleared this with the leadership 

on both sides and with the members of 
the Committee on Rules. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 

the request of the gentleman from 
Georgia? 

There being no objection, the Clerk 
read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That, notwithstanding 
the provisions of section 4 of Public Law 336, 
84th Congress, approved August 9, 1955; of 
Public Law 19, 84th Congress, approved 
March 31, 1955; section 20 of the Rubber 
Producing Facilities Disposal Act of 1953; 
and section 3 of Public Law 433 of the 84th 
Congress, the Commission established by the 
Rubber Producing Facilities Disposal Act of 
1953 shall not cease to exist until July 1, 
1957. 
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The bill was ordered to be engros~ed - ocratic government can func~ion ~~h 
and read a third time, was read a third full efficiency only when there IS a mim
time, and passed, and a motion to recon- mum of rubber stamping; 
sider was laid on the table. 

HONORARY MEMBERSHIPS IN DEM- . 
OCRATIC NATIONAL COMMITTEE 
Mr. v ANIK. Mr. · Speaker, I ask . 

unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Ohio? 

There was no objection. · 
Mr. v ANIK. Mr. Speaker, I have to-·. 

day addressed a letter to Mr. Paul Butler, 
chairman of the Democratic National 
Committee, urging the Democratic Na
tional Committee to offer honorary mem
berships in the Democratic National 
Committee to Secretary of Defe~e 
Charles Wilson and Secretary of Agri
culture Ezra Benson for their repeated 
and invaluable contributions to the 
cause. 

THE PRESIDENT CAN BE _WRONG 
Mr. O'HARA of Illinois. _ ~r. Speaker, 

I ask unanimous consent to address the 
House for 1 minute ·and to revise and 
extend my remarks. . 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Illinois? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. O'HARA of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, 

no one can question the loyalty to the 
President of John S. Knig~t. editor and 
publish-er of the Chicago Daily News, and 
other great American newspapers. Mr. 
Knight, it will be recalled, was a _most 
potent factor in swinging the _presiden
tial nomination to General EISenhower 
at the 1952 Republican Convention in 
Chicago. 

After General ·Eisenhowe:i;>s elect~on 
he has remained one of the _President's 
more depend.able counsellors. When the 
country was perhaps only days ~way 
from another world war it was Mr. 
Knight's bold and dissenting editorial 
that, in the opinion of ·many, brought 
about a reshaping of policies and , 
averted a war that might have destroyed 
our civilization. I am sure that as . 
events shaped, and we were spared tbe
destruction of another war, the Presi- , 
dent was thankful to his friend who had 
not remainded silent when he was in-
disagreement. · 

On Saturday last appeared in the Chi-" 
cago Daily News another editorial by Mr. 
Knight expressing disagree_ment with: 
the President on another matter. The 
House will be interested, I think, in this: 
excerpt from the ·editorial: 

The question should not be resolved by 
voting blindly for the President's recom
mendations. The President can be wrong, . 
and I think he is wrong in this instance. 

Mr. Speaker, the judgment of no man 
is infallible in everything. -The wisest, 
and most virtuous of men need the pro-. 
tection against unwise actions and deci
sions that is afforded by the presence. 
around them of real friends who dare to 
speak even when in disagreement. Dem-

RELIEF OF CERTAIN ALIENS 
Mr. WALTER. Mr. Speaker, ~he · 

RECORD of June 19 fails to show action · 
taken by the House in concurring . in 
Senate amendments to House Jo~nt 
Resolution 555, to facilitate the admi~- : 
sion into the United States of certam 
aliens. I ask unanimous consent that. 
the RECORD of June 19 be corrected 
to show the action of the House in con-
curring in the Senate amendments. -

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to , 
the request of the gentleman from Penn
sylvania? 

_There was no objection. 

POSTAL RATE INCREASE BILL 
· Mr. ALLEN of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, 

task unanimous consent to address the . 
House for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to . 
the request of the gentleman from 
Illinois? 

There was no objection. 
Mr ALLEN of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, 

I take this time to ask the majority 
leader when he intends to bring up the . 
postal rate increase bill. . . 

Mr. McCORMACK. The gentleman 
from Illinois is a member of the Rules : 
Committee. Under the rule after the, 
lapse of 7 l~gislative days a~y member 
of the Rules Committee may call up the 
rule in a preferential manner. Is it the~ 
intention of the gentleman to do so? 

Mr. ALLEN of Illinois. 1 · am goi~g to 
assume that respansibility, 

Mr. McCORMACK. Under those cir
cumstances the gentleman from Massa
chusetts will state that he conferred in
formally with the gentleman from Illi- · 
nois and told him he would bring it up 
at some future time. Is that correct? . 

Mr . . ALLEN oi Illinois. That is cor-· 
iect. · .. 
· Mr. McCORMACK. What day does 
the gentleman from Illinois have in . 
mind? . 

Mr. ALLEN of Illinois. If ·it is agree
able to the majority leader, next Mon
day, July 2. 

Mr. McCORMACK. The - gentleman 
from Illinois having assumed his re~ 
sponsibility as a member of- the Rules
Committee and making that request, 
n~xt Monday is agreeable to me. As· a 
inatter of fact, for the record, the gen-
. tleman from Illinois called to see me 
with the-·chairman on the Post Office, 
and Civil Service last Friday and made
the inquiry. It was a very pleasant con--
versation . . Is that right? · 

Mr. ALLEN of Illinois. That is correct. 
. Mr. McCORMACK. Next Monday is' 
agreeable and ~ shall program rit ac~ 
cordingly-. · . 

Mr. ALLEN of Illinois. I .thank the. 
gentleman from Massachusetts. 

ACHIEVEMENTS .OF A HEROIC 
AMERICAN LADY 

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re
marks at this point in the RECORD, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Ohio? . 
· There was no objection. 
· Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, Mrs. ' 

Emma Gatewood, a resident of Galli
polis, Ohio, in our congressional district, · 
won for herself national fame a few 
months ago. In spite of the fact that 
she was 67 years old and a great-grand
mother, she hiked by herself 2,050 miles 
over a rugged ·mountainous course. She 
hiked the rough and rugged Appalachian 
Trail· from · Fort Oglethorpe, Ga., to the 
summit of mile-high Mount Katahdin in 
wild and rugged northeastern Maine. 
· In performing this great undertaking, . 

she wore out seven pairs of shoes. She 
carried only a blanket and a small supply 
of rations. She reached · this wild and 
rugged goal after walking for 146 days, 
She averaged 17 miles a day and lost 24 
pounds of . weight. Her accomplishment 
brought forth many comments from 
mountain people. One old and experi- . 
enced Maine woodsman said of her, "We 
have got to hand it to her. It takes 
guts, pioneer guts, to do that kind of 
a job." 
- Mrs. Gatewood read about the trail 

3 years ago-how well iparked it was, · 
that there were shelters at the end of a ; 
day's hike-but she found most of the 
shelters had been blown down or burned.· 
Much of the time she slept on benches, 
tables, and on the ground. On bitter 
cold nights she would heat stones to 
sleep on. 
- In places the trail was little more 

than a path. There were sand and 
gravel washouts, weeds and brush up to 
lier neck. · But she would not quit. She 
inched her way over _great ledg~s of 
shelf . rock- niade slick· with . sleet, wade~ 
across 30-foot-wide ·mountain streams,: 
whacked with her cane at dense under
brush. She is not- afraid of forest 
animals, although a rattlesnake stru_c_k,· 
but just go·t ·her durigarees·. 

·_ Mrs.Gatewood is the-only woman who· 
ever accomplished this feat. At the top 
of Mount ·Katahdin she ·signed the reg-, 
ister and sang America tl:_le Beautiful. 
In her own words, she was-

- "Just walking the ·trail for pleasure, 
For the love of o:ut of .doors, · 

For the lovely works our Maker 
Displays on forest floors. 

· In an editorial, the Boston Post stated 
that Mrs. Emma- Gatewood, of 'Ohio.
demonstrated that the hardihood o~ 
pioneer women survives today, 

The Millinocket (Maine) Chamber of 
Commerce presented her with a framed 
picture of Mount Katahdin when she 
was its guest. She was also awarded a 
trophy and life ·membership in the 
National Hikers ·and Campers Associa
tion. 
· Mrs. Gatewood is a relative of 0 . 0. 

McIntyre, famed New York columnist,. 
y;hose syndicated ·columns covering the 
United States helped make the city of 
Gallipolis, Ohio, famous. 

By this wonderful performance. Mrs. 
Emma Gatewood has achieved for her
self a place with the heroes of the 
country. 
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COMMITTEE ON RULES 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that the Com-· 
mittee on Rules may havz until midnight 
tonight to file certain pi·ivileged reports. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request oI the gentleman from Mas-· 
sachusetts? 

There was no objection. 

COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY 
Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, at· 

the request of the gentleman from New' 
York [Mr. CELLER], I ask unanimous con
sent that the Committee on the Judiciary
may have permission to sit during gen
eral debate in the House on Wednesday 
and Thursday of this week. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mas
sachusetts? 

There was no objection. 

AUTHORIZING CONVEYANCE OF 
CERTAIN: LAND IN NOR_TH CARO
LINA TO THE CITY OF CHARLOTTE,. 
N.C. 
Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to take from the 
Speakei·;s-· desk the bill (H. R. 8634) -to 
authori2ie the conveyance of a ce:i-tairi 
tract of land in North Carolina to the 
city of Charlotte, N. C., . with Senate 
amendm:erit thereto; and concur in the 
Senate amendment-. . · 

The Clerk read the title of the bfil. 
The Clerk read the Senate·amendment 

as follows: - . . 
Page 2, line 4, strike out . " ( 62 Stat. 770. 

350)" and insert !'(62 Stat. 350) ." 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts? 

There was no objection:-
. The Senate ~mendment was concurred 
in. 
:- A motion. to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 

AMENDING FEDERAL PROPERTY 
AND ADMINISTRATIVE SERVICES 
ACT OF 1949, AS AMENDED 
Mr-. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous , consent to take from the 
Speaker's desk the bill (H. R. 7227) to 
amend further the Federal Property and 
Administrative Services Act of 1949, as 
amended, to authorize the disposal of 
surplus property for civil defense pur..: 
poses, to provide ·that certain Federal 
surplus property be disposed of. to State 
and local civil-defense organizations 
which are established by or pursuant to 
State law, and for other purposes, with 
Senate amendments thereto and concur 
in the Senate &mendments. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
· The Clerk read the Senate amend
ments, as follows: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert "That subsection· 203 (J) of the Fed-· 
eral Property and Administrative Services 
4\,ct of 1949, as a.mended (40 U.S. C. 484 (J)) 
is amended· to rea,d as follows: . · 

" • (j) ( 1) Under such regulations as he 
may -prescribe, the Administrator is author
ized in his discretion to. donate without cost 
(e~cept for _c<;>~t~ o~ car_e .a:ii_q. h?,ndling) f~r. 

CII--686 

use in · any State ror· purposes of education, 
public health, or civil defense, or for re
search for any such purpose, any equipment~ 
materials, books, or other supplies (includ
ing those capitalized in a working capital or 
similar funds) under the control of any 
executive agency which shall have been de
termined to be surplus property and which
fihall have been determined under paragraph 
(2), (3), or (4) of this subsectio.n to be· 
usable and necessary for any such purpose. 
In determining whether property is to be 
donated under this subsection, no distinc
tion shall be made between property capi
~alized in ~ working-capital fund estab
lished under section 405 of the National Se
curity Act of 1947, as amended, or any simi
lar fund, and any other ·property. No such 
property shall be .transferred for use within 
any State except to the State agez:icy desig
nated under State law for the purpose of dis
tributing, in conformity with the provisions 
of this suosection, all property allocated un
der this subsection for use within such
State. 

"'(2) In the case of surplus property un
der the .control of the Department of . De
fense, the Secretary of Defense shall deter
mi_ne whether · such .property is usable and. 
necessary for educational activities which 
are of special interest to the armed: services,~ 
such as· maritime academies or· military, · 
naval, A:ir Force, or Coast Guard preparatory . 
schools. If such Secretary shall determine 
that such property is usable and necessary : 
for such· purposes, be shall .allocate. it for . 
transfer by the Administrator to the appro
priate State agency· for distribution to such 
educational activities. If he shall determine 
that such property is not usable and neces
sary for .such purposes, it may be disposed of 
in accordance with paragraph (3) or para
graph (4) of this subsection. 

"'(3) Determination whether such surplus 
property (except surplus property allocated: 
in co,nformity . with paragraph (2) of this 
subsection) is usable -and necessary for pur-· 
poses of education or public _ health, _or for 
r.esearch for any such purpose, in any State· 
shall. be made' by the Secretary of Health, 
Education, and Welfare, who shall ·allocate 
such _property . on the basis of needs and. 
utilization for . transfer by the Ad,ministra
tor to such State agency for distribution to· 
(A) tax-supported iriedica-1 institutions, hos
pitals, clinics; health centers, school ' sys- · 
terns, schools, colleges, and univertities, ancL 
(B) othe,; nonprofit.. medical . institutions, 
hospitals, clinics, health centers, schools .. 
colleges, and -universities which are exempt· 
from taxation under section 501 (c) (3) of 
the Internal Revenue Code of 1954. No such 
property shall be transferred to any State 
agency until the Secretary of Health, Edu
cation, and Welfare has received, from ·such 
State agency, a certification that such prop
erty 1-s usable and needed for educational- or 
public health purposes in the State, and un
til the Secretary has determined that such 
State agency has conformed to minimum 
s~andards of operation prescribed by the Sec-· 
retary for the disposal of surplus property.-

.. '(4) Determination whether such sur
plus property ( except . surplus property al
located in conformity with paragraph (2) of. 
this subsection) is usable ~nd necessary for. 
civil defense purposes, including research, in 
any State shall ~e made by the Federal Civil 
Defense Administrator, who shall allocate 
such property on the basis of need and utili
zation for transfer by the Administrator of 
General Services to such State . agency for 
distribution to civil defense organizations of 
such State, or political subdivisions and in
strumentalities thereof, which are estab
lished pursuant ·to State law. No such prop.; 
erty shall be transferred until· the Federal 
Civil Defense ·Administrator has received 
from such State agency a certification that 
sucb property is usable and needed for civil 
defense purppses in the State, and until the 
Feq~r~l_ Ciyil De!ense ~?ministra,tor has (!e~ 

termined that such State agency has con
formed to minimum standards of operation 
prescribed by the Federal Civil Defense Ad
ministrator for the disposal of surplus prop
erty. The provisions of sections 201 (b), 
401 · ( c) , 401 ( e), and 405 of the Federal 
Civil Defense Act of 1950, as amended, shall 
apply to the performance by the Federal 
Civil Defense Administrator of his responsi
bilities under this section. 

"'(5) The Secretary of Health, Education, 
and Welfare and the Federal Civil Defense 
Administrator may impose reasonable terms, 
conditions, reservations, · and restrictions 
upon the use of any single item of personal 
property donated under paragraph (3) or 
paragraph ( 4), respec.tive1y, of this subsec
tion which has an acquisition cost of $2,500. 
or more. 

"'(6) The term "State", as used in this. 
subsection, includes the District of Colum
bia, the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico, and: 
the Territories and possessions of the United 
States.'. , 

"SEc. 2. (a) Clause (C) of paragraph (2h 
0-f subsection 203 (k) of such act is amended 
by striking out the word 'or' at the end 
thereof, · 

"(b) Clause (D) of paragraph (2) ·of such 
subsection is amended by striking out the· 
comma at the end thereof and inserting in: 
lieu thereof a semicolon and the' word 'or'. ; 
. "(c) Paragraph (2) of such subsection is 

amended by inserting, immediately after, 
clause (D) thereof, as amended. by this sec-. 
tion, the follo,wing new clause: . . . 
· "'(E) the Federal Civil Defense Adminis

trator, in the case of property transferred· 
pursuant to this act to civil defense organi-: 
zations of the States or political subdivisions 
or instrumentalities thereof whic-h are estab-: 
lj.shed by or pursuant to State law,'. 
. "SEC. 3. Subsection 203 (n) of such act is: 

amended to read as follows: 
~. " ' ( n) For the purpose of carrying into .ef-. 

feet the provisions of subsections (J) and: 
(k); the Secretary of Health, Education, and 
Welfare, the Federal Civil Defense Admtnis-· 
trator, and the head of any Federal agency 
tj,esignated by either such officer, are author
ized to enter into cooperative agreements, 
with State surplus property distribution 
agericies aesignated in. conformity with para
graph_ (1) of subsectron (j)'. Such coopera.: 
tive agreements may provide for utilizatibn 
by such Federal-agency, without payment or 
reimbursement,. of the property, facilities.
personnel. and services o.f the State agency 
i,n c~rr_yin_g out any suc_h progr_am, and for: 
making available to such State agency, with
out payment or reimbursement, property, fa"'., 
cilities, personnel, or services of such Fed
eral agency in connection with such utiliza
tion.' 
· "SEC. 4-. Subsection (h) of section 507 of 
the .Federal -Property and Administrative 
Services Act of 1949, as amended, as added 
by clause (3) of the Joint resolution entitled 
'Joint resolution to provide for the accept.
a.nee and maintenance of Presidential li
braries, and for other purposes,' approved 
August 12, 1955 (69 Stat. 697), is redesig
nated as subsection (1) of such section . 

"SEC. 5. (a) Except as providetl by subsec-' 
tion ( b) , the amendments made by this act 
shall become effective on the first day of the 
first month beginning after the date of 
enactment of this act. 

"(b) In the case of any State which on the 
date of enactment of this act has not desig-· 
nated a single State agency f-or- the purpose 
of distributing surplus property pursuant to 
subsection 203 (j) of the Federal Property' 
and Administrative · Services Act of 1949, as 
amended, transfers of such property may be 
made by the Administrator of General Serv
ices under such subsection, as amended by 
this act, to the State agency heretofore desig
nated in such State to distribute property in 
conformity with such subsection for pur
poses of education and public health to the 
ext~nt tp.at such agency is authorized under 
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State law ta receive and distribute any class 
of property transferred pursuant to such 
subsection, or in the absence of any such 
agency or in the absence of authority of such 
agency to receive and distribute any such 
class of property, to any State agency or 
official authorized under State law to re
ceive and distribute such property, until 
90 calender days have passed after · the 
close of the first regular session of the legis
lature of such State begining after the date 
of enactment of this act." 

Amend the title so as to read: "An act to 
amend the Fedei:al Property and Administra
tive Services Act of 1949, as amended, t o 
authorize the disposal of surplus property 
for civil defense purposes, and for other 
purposes." 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts? 

There was no objection. 
The Senate amendments were . con-

curred in. , · 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I 

find that H. R. 7227, as amended, is an 
acceptable bill. It permits the donation 
of surplus property to such meritorious. 
causes as schools, health institutions, 
and civilian defense. No one of these 
recipients would have an overriding 
priority for the property. The Admin
istrator of GSA has the authority to 
establish needed regulations covering 
the entire program and the Secretaries 
of Defense; Health, Education, and Wel
fare; and the Federal Civil Defense Ad
ministrator each has his responsibility 
to designate surplus property useful and· 
needed for his particular activity. The 
property shall be allocated within a 
State by a single State agency which 
can and should be satisfied that the 
entire program is properly coordinated 
and that no recipient or group of recipi
ents receives more property than is 
useful and necessary. 

I have had some concern that the 
donation of property to State civil de
fense agencies might become a huge 
stockpiling program with the property 
remaining idle for long periods of time 
and thus suffering deterioration and 
obsolescence. I am assured, however, by 
those who administer the program that 
this point will be carefully watched and 
that a careful selection of property of 
peculiar value to the civil-defense pro
gram will be made. 

All executive agencies involved in the 
administration of the program believe 
that this is a workable bill though each 
admits that care is necessary in the de
velopment of operating procedures and 
regulations. 

DISTRICT DAY 
The SPEAKER. This is District day. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Arkansas [Mr. HARRIS]. 

~GULATING ,AND LICENSING 
PAWNBROKERS IN THE DISTRICT 
OF COLUMBIA 
Mr. HARRIS. Mr. Speaker, by direc

tion of the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, I call up the bill (H. R. 
11002) to regulate and license p&.wn
brokers in the District of Columbia. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. -

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. Speaker, ' I ask 
unanimous consent that the bill be con
sidered in the House as the Committee 
of the Whole. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Arkansas? 

Mr. DA VIS of Georgia. Mr. Speaker, 
I object. 

CALL OF. THE HOUSE 
. Mr. HAYS of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I 
make the point of order that a quotum 
is not present. 
- The SPEAKER. Evidently a quorum 
is not present. 
. Mr. McCORMACK . . Mr. Speaker, I 
move a call of the House. 

A call of the House was ordered. 
The Clerk called the roll, and the fol

lowing Members failed to answer to their 
nam_es: 

Adair 
Addonizio 
Anfuso 
Barrett 
Bass, N . H. 
Bass, Tenn. 
Bentley 
Bolton, 

Frances P. 
Brownson 
Broyhill 
Byrne, Pa. 
Canfield 
Carlyle 
Chatham 
Chudoff 
Cooley 
Corbett. 
Coudert 
Cretella 
Davidson 
Davis, Wis. 
Dawson, Ill. 
Deane 
Denton 
Diggs 
Dodd 
Dollinger 
Donohue 
Dorn, S. C. 
Eberharter 
Engle 
Fino 
Flood 
Fulton 

· [Roll No. 74] 
Gamble 
Garmatz 
Green, Pa. 
Griffiths 
Gubser 
Hays, Ark. 
Healey 
Hinshaw 
Hoffman, Ill. 
Holt 
Holtzman 
Jackson 
Jones, N. C. 
Kean 
Kelley, Pa. 
Kelly, N. Y. 
King, Calif. 
King.Pa. 
Klein 
Kluczynski 
Knutson 
Laird 
Lane 
Lankford 
McCarthy 
McCulloch 
McMillan 
McVey 
Madden 
Merrow 
Miller, Calif. 
Miller, N. Y, 
Morano 
Morgan 
Moss 

Multer 
Nelson 
O'Brien, N. Y. 
O'Hara, Minn. 
O'Neill 
Osmers 
Patman 
Philbin 
Powell 
Preston 
Prouty 
Radwan 
Rhodes, Ariz. 
Rodino 
Sadlak 
Saylor 
Scherer 
Scudder 
Shelley 
Sieminski 
Springer 
Taylor 
Thompson, La. 
Thomp1>on, 

Mich. 
Thomson, 'wyo. 
Thornberry 
Tuck 
Van Pelt 
Wainwright 
Wickersham 
Wolcott · 
Younger 
Zelenko 

The SPEAKER. On this rollcall, 328 
Members have answered to their names; 
a quorum. 

By unanimous consent, further pro
ceedings under the call were dispensed 
with. 

COMITY BETWEEN THE HOUSE 
AND SENATE 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to 
make a statement to the House. 

There has always existed complete 
comity between the Senate and the House 
of Representatives. The rules of the 
House provide that no Member of the 
House shall criticize a Senator on the 
floor of the House. It has been called to 
the attention of the Chair that in recent 
gays editorials highly critical of Mem
bers of the other body have been placed 
in the RECORD. That is a violation of 
the rules. As far as the present occu
pant of the Chair is concerned, he is not 
going to tolerate it any more. 

CONSTRUCTION OF NUCLEAR:-POW
. ERED MERCHANT SHIP 

, Mr. BONNER. Mr. Speaker, ·1 a.sk 
unanimous consent to take ftom the 

Speaker's table the bill (H. R. 6243) au
thorizing the construction of a nuclear
powered i;nerchant ship to promote the 
peacetime application of atomic energy, 
and for other purposes, with Senate 
amendments, disagree to the amend
ments of the Senate, and ask for a con
ference with the Senate. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 

the request of the gentleman from North 
Carolina? [After a pause. J The Chair 
hears none and appoints the following 
conferees: Messrs. BONNER, ROBESON of 
Virginia, TUMULTY, TOLLEFSON, and 
ALLEN of California. · 

CONFERENCE REPORT ON 
H. R. 10660 

Mr. FALLON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the conferees 
have until midnight tonight to file a con
ference report on the bill H. R. 10660. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 

REGULATING AND LICENSING 
_PAWNBROKERS IN .THE DIST~ICT 
OF COLUMBIA 
Mr. HARRIS. Mr. Speaker, I renew 

my request tnat the bill (H. R. 11002) 
may be considered in the House as in the 
Committee ' of the Whole. · 
: The ~PEAKE.R. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Arkansas? . 

There was no objection. 
.The Clerk re~d the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, .etc.

DEFINITIONS · 
, S~c~ION 1. That,· as used in this act--

(a) . The term "person" means an individ
ual, 1].rm, voluntary association, joint-stock 
company, incorp9rated society, or c0rpora
tion. 

(b) The term "District" means the Dis
trict of Columbia. 

( c) The term " Commissioners" means the 
Commissioners of the District or the ag~n t or 
agents designated by them to perform any 
function vested in the Commissioners by this 
act: Provided, That for the ·purposes of sub
section ( e) pf section 7 no such agent sh~ll, 
by way of appeal, review his own action, deci-
sion, or ruling. · 

(d) The term "-pawnbroker" means any 
person who shall in any manner lend or ad
vance money or other things for profit on the 
pledge and possession of personal property 
or other valuable thing, other than securities 
or written or printed evidences of indebted
ness or who deals in the purchasing of per
sonal property or other valuable thing on 
condition of selling the same back again at a 
stipulated price. 

LICENSES REQUIRED OF PAWNBROKERS 
SEC. 2. (a) No person shall engage in busi

ness as a pawnbroker except as authorized in 
this act and without first obtaining a license 
from the Commissioners as hereinafter 
provided. 

(b) No person, other _than a licensee un
der this act, shall display any sign or other 
device in or about any business premises, or 
in any advertising manner, which in any 
manner resembles the emblem or sign com
monly used by pawnbrokers nor display any 
sign which is calculated to deceive, nor use 
th~ word "pawnbroker" in or about any busi
ness premises or in any .aqve,tising manner, 
nor shall any such person hold himself out 
to the public to be a pawnbroker either by 
advertising, soliciting, signs, or otherwise. 
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APPOINTMENT OP' ATTORNEY ANl> APPLICATION 

FOR LICENSES 

SEC. 3. (a) No license shall be issued.to any 
person unless and until such person shall, tn 
writing and in the form prescribed by the 
Commissioners, appoint the Commissioners 
as his true and lawful attorney upon whom 
all judicial and other process or legal notice 
directed to such person may be served. A 
copy of any such process or ·notice so served 
upon the Commissioners shall be ·forthwith 
sent by registered mail by the plaintiff or his 
attorney to the defendant at his residence or 
his place of business. · 

. (b) Each .application for a license under 
this act shall be in writing, under oath or 
affirmation, to the Commissioners in such 
form as they may prescribe. - Such applica
tion shall contain (1) in the case of an in
dividual, his name and the address of his 
residence and place of business, (2) in the 
case of a firm or voluntary association, the 
name and address of every member thereof 
and the address of the place where such busi
ness is to be conducted, (3) in the case of a. 
joint-stock company, incorporated society, or 
corporation, the names and addresses of the 
officers and directors thereof and the address 
of the place where such business is to be 
conducted, and { 4) such additional informa
tion as the Commissioners may prescribe. 

( c) Each applicant shall prove to the 
satisfaction of the Commissioners that he 
has available, for use in the business of 
making loans authorized by this act at the 
location specified in his application, cash 
capital of at-least $20,000. 

(d) Upon the filing of any such applica
tion the appltcaµ.t shall p~y to the C9mmis
sioners the sum of $50 as a fee for investi
gating the application,- which sum shall be 
retained by the District whether such ap
plication is approved or disapproved. 

BOND PROVISIONS 

SEC. 4. (a) Each applicant shall file with 
his application a bond running to the Dis
trict in the sum of $5,000 with two or more 
sufficient sureties, whose liability as such 
securities shall not exceed the said sum in 
the aggregate; except that the execution of 
any such bond by a fidelity or surety com
pany authorized by the laws of the United 
States to transact business in the District 
shall be equivalent to the execution thereof 
by two sureties, but such company, if ex
cepted to, shall justify in the manner re
quired by law of fidelity and surety · com
panies. Such bond shall be approved by the 
Commissioners and conditioned upon the 
compliance by the applicant with all the 
provisions of this title and all rules and regu
lations lawfully made pursuant thereto. 
Any person in]ured by the noncompliance 
with any such provision, rule, or regulation 
by any licensee under this act may maintain 
a. · suit in his own name in any court of 
competent jurisdiction and recover on the 
bond such damages as shall be adjudged by 
such court together with costs of such suit. 
Recovery upon any such bond shall not pre
clude recovery against such licensee for any 
liability in excess of the amount recovered 
upon the bond, and such recovery shall · not 
be held to extinguish any remedy under 
other law. 

(b) The bond or bonds which the licensee 
is r~quired to file hereunder shall be renewed 
and refiled annually at the time of making 
payment. of the annual license fee. If the 
Commissioners shall find that any such bond 
has for any reason become insecure or ex
hausted, an additional bond in the sum of 
not more than $5,000 shall be filed by the 
licensee within 10 days after written demand 
therefor by the Commissioners. 

ISSUANCE OF LICENSE 

SEC. ·s. (a) If the Commissioners approve 
the bond filed by the applicant and the form 
of the application, and find after investiga:. 
tion · ( 1 )' that the financial responsibility, 
experience, character, and generaJ fi~n~ss of 

such applicant, and of the members thereof 
if the applicant is a firm or voluntary asso
ciation, and of the officers and directors 
thereof if the applicant is a joint-stock com
pany, incorporated society, or corporation 
are such as to command tlie confidence of 
the community and to warrant the belief 
that the business of the applicant will be 
operated honestly, fairly, and efficiently in 
accordance with the purposes of this act; (2) 
that permitting such applicant to engage in 
such business will promote the con
venience and advantage of the commu
nity; and (3) that the applicant has available 
for use in such business at tlie location speci
fied in the application cash capital of at 
least $20,000, the Commissioners shall, upon 
payment by the applicant of a license fee ot 
$500, issue to the applicant a license to make 
such loans in accordance with the provisions 
of this act as the location specified in such 
application; except that if any such license 
is issued after the 30th day of April of any 
year the fee for such license shall be $250. 
If the Commissioners do not so find after 
investigation they shall notify the applicant 
thereof and return the bond filed wi:th the 
application. · Within 60 days from the date 
of filing the application for license, accom
panied by the investigation fee and bond re
quired by · this a.ct, the Commissioners shall 
either issue or refuse to issue such license, 
but no applicant shall be denied a license 
until after a due hearing by the Commis
sioners, at which the applicant shall have a 
reasonable opportunity to · be heard and to 
produce evidence in support of his applica
tion. If the appli.,cation be denied the Com
~issioners shall within 20 days thereafter 
prepare a written decision and findings with 
respect thereto containing a summary of the 
evidence and the reasons supporting the de
nial and forthwith serve upon the applicant 
a copy thereof. 

(b) Each license issued under this act 
shall state fully the name of the licensee 
and the place at which the business is to be 
conducted under such license. Such license 
shall be kept conspicuo·usly posted in such 
place of business. No such license shall be 
transferable or assignal>le. Not more than 
one place of business shall be maintained 
under the same license, but the Commission
ers may issue more than one license to the 
same licensee upon compliance for eac:q 
such license-with all the provisions of this 
title applicable to the original issuance of 
licenses. Whenever a licensee shall desire to 
change his place of business to another lo
cation within the District he shall immedi
ately give written notice thereof to the Com
missioners. Upon receipt of such notice the 
Commissioners shall attach to the license a 
statement of the change of location and the 
date thereof, which shall be authority for 
the operation of such business under such 
license at the new location. 

(c) No licensee shall transact such busi
ness or make any loan provided for by this 
act under any other name or at ·any other 
place of business than that named in the 
license. 

REVOCATION, SUSPENSION, AND RENEWAL OP' 
LICENSES 

SEC. 6. (a) Each license shall remain in 
full force and effect until the first day of 
November following the date of issuance 
unless sooner surrendered by the licensee 
or· suspended or revoked as hereinafter pro
vided. Application for license for the fol
lmving year may be made by any licensee 
within 20 days prior to the first day of No
vember. If the Commissioners are satisfied. 
that no fact or condition than exists which 
clearly would warrant the Commissioners in 
refusing to issue a hcense on an original 
application the Commissioners are author
lz.ed to issue license fo,: the year commencing 
on the first d.?,y of . Nov:embei: following the 

date of such application, upon payment of 
license fee of $250. 

(b) The Commissioners shall, upon 10 
days' notice to the licensee stating that they 
contemplate the revocation or suspension of 
his license, and, in . general, the grounds. 
therefor, revoke or suspend such license, 
after reasonable opportunity has been af
forded to the licensee to be heard, if the 
Commissioners find ( 1) that the licensee has. 
failed to maintain in effect the bond or bonds 
required under this act or (2) that the 
licensee has either knowingly or without 
the exercise of due care to prevent the same, 
violated any provision of this act or has 
failed to comply with any rule or regulation 
lawfully made pursuant thereto, or (3) that 
any fact or condition then exists which 
clearly would warrant the Commissioners in 
refusing to issue a. license on an original 
application. It the license be revoked or 
suspended the Commissioners shall, within 
20 days thereafter, prepare a written decision 
and findings with respect thereto containing 
a summary of the evidence and the reasons 
supporting the revocation or suspension and 
forthwith serve upon the licensee a copy 
thereof. 

( c) The Commissioners may revoke or sus
pend only the particular license with respect 
to which there are grounds for revocation or 
suspension; but if the Commissioners find 
that such grounds for revocation or suspen
sion apply or extend to more than one license 
issued to any person under this act, they 
shall revoke or suspend all the licenses 
affected thereby. 

(d) The licensee may at any time surren
der any license issued to him under this Act 
upon filing written notice to· that effect 
with the Commissioners. 

(e) No revocation, suspension, or surren
der of any such license shall impair or affect 
the obligation of any preexisting lawful con
:tract between the licensee and any borrower, 
or any bond given by such licensee. 

ENFORCEMENT 

SEC. 7. (a) The provisions of this act shall 
be enforced by the Commissioners, who are 
authorized to make such rules and regula
tions in addition hereto and not inconsistent 
herewith, as may be necessary ' for the en~ 
forcement of this act. The Commissioners 
shall make such examination and investiga
tions of the affairs, business, office, and rec
ords of every licensee, and such further ex
aminations or investigations as they shall 
deem necessary for the purpose of discovering 
violations of this act or of securing informa
tion necessary for its proper enforcement. 
For the purpose of making such examina
tions or investigations the Commissioners 
and their duly designated representatives 
shall have authority to require by subpena 
the production of books, papers, and records 
and the attendance, and examination under 
oath, of all persons whomsoever whose testi
mony they may require relative to the loans 
or business of any such licensee, and shall 
have free access to the accounts, papers, rec
ords, files, safes, vaults, offices; and places of 
business used in connection with any busi
ness conducted under any license issued in 
accordance with this act. In the event of 
contumacy or refusal to obey any such sub
pena or requirement under this section, the 
Commissioners may make application to the 
Municipal Court for the District of Colum
bia for an order requiring obedience thereto. 
Thereupon the court, with or without notice 
and hearing, as it in its discretion may de
cide, shall make such order as is proper and 
may punish as a contempt any failure to 
comply with such order in accordance with 
the provisions of subsection (c), section 5, of 
the act of April 1, 1942 (56 Stat. 193, ch. 207; 
sec. 11-756 (c), D. C. Code, 1951 edition). 

(b) Each licensee shall annually on or 
before the 15th day" of March file with 
the Commissioners a report giving such in• · 
formation as the C.ommissioners may require, 
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r.elevant to the pusiness and operations dur
ing the preceding calendar year, of each 
licensed place of business conducted by such 
licensee in the District. Such report shall be 
made under oath and in the form prescribed 
by the Commissioners. The Commission
ers shall make and publish annually an 
analysis and recapitulation of such reports. 

( c) Each licensee shall keep and use in his 
business and shall preserve for at least 3 
years after making the final entry on any 
loan recorded therein, such books, accounts, 
records, or card systems as will enable the 
Commissioners to determine whether such 
licensee is complying with the provisions of 
this act and with the rules and regulations 
made pursuant thereto. 

(d) The Commissioners are authorized to 
appoint such assistants, clerks, .or other. em
ployees as may be required for t~e purpose 
of carrying out the provisions of this act. 

( e) Any person aggrieved by any action, 
decision, or ruling of the Commissioners un
der this act may, within 20 days thereafter, 
of within 20 days after the service upon 
such person of any written decision and 
findings required by this act, appeal to the 
Commissioners for a review thereof. Upon 
any such review, the Commissioners may 
affirm, set aside, or modify such action, deci
sion, or ruling. In any such case the Com
missioners shall, within 10 days thereafter, 
prepare a written decision and findings with 
respect thereto, containing a summary of 
the evidence and the reasons supporting the 
affirmance, setting aside, or modification, and 
forthwith serve upon the aggrieved person a 
copy thereof. 

ADVERTISING 

SEC. 8. (a) No licensee or other person, 
firm, voluntary association, joint stock com
pany, incorporated society, or corporation 
shall advertise, print, display, publish, dis
tribute, or broadcast, or cause or permit to 
be advertised, printed, displayed, published, 
distributed, .. or broadcast, in any .. manner 
whatsoever, any statement or representation 
with regard to the rates, terms, or conditions 
for lending of money, credit, goods, or things 
in action in the amount or of the ·value of 
$1 ,000 or less, which is false, misleading, or 
deceptive, or, in the case of .a licensee, which 
refers to the supervis_ion of such business by 
the District of Columbia, or any department 
or official thereof. The Commissioners may 
order any licensee to desist from any conduct 
which they shall find to be a violation of the 
foregoing provisions. 

(b) The Commissioners may require that 
rates of charge, if stated by a licensee, be 
stated fully and clearly in such manner as 
they may deem necessary to prevent misun
derstanding thereof by prospective borrowers. 

SEC. 9. (a) The Commissioners shall in
vestigate from time to time the economic 
conditions and other factors relating to and 
affecting the business of making pawnbroker 
loans under this act, and shall ascertain all 
pertinent facts necessary to determine what 
maximum rate of interest should be per
mitted. Upon the basis of such ascertained 
facts, the Commissioners shall determine and 
fix by regulation or order a maximum rate of 
interest in connection with such loans which 
will induce efficiently managed commercial 
capital to be invested in such business in 
sufficient amounts to make available ade
quate credit facilities to individuals seeking 
such loans at reasonable rates of interest, and 
which will afford those engaged in such busi
ness a fair and reasonable return upon the 
assets. The Commissioners may from time 
to time, upon the basis of changed condi
tions or facts, redetermine and re:fix any 
such maximum rate of interest, but, before 
determining or redetermining any such max
imum rate, the Commissioners shall give 
reasonable- notice of their intention to con
sider doing so to all licensees and a reason
able ·opportunity to be heard and int roduce 
evidence with respect thereto and such no-

tice shall also be published once each week 
for 2 consecutive weeks in 1 or more of the 
daily newspapers published in the District. 
Any such changed maximum rate of interest 
shall not affect preexisting loan contracts 
lawfully entered into between any licensee 
and any borrower. Until such time as a dif
ferent rate is fixed by the Commissioners in 
accordance with the authorization contained 
in this section, every licensed pawnbroker 
may contract for and receive on any loan 
of money, not exceeding 2 percent per month, 
or fraction thereof, upon any loan not ex
ceeding the sum of $200, or more than 1 per
cent per month or fraction thereof, upon any 
loan exceeding $200 and not exceeding $1,000, 
and 8 percent per annum on any loan in 
excess of $1,000, under a penalty of $100 for 
each such offense: Provided, That pawn
brokers may ask, demand, and receive a mini
mum charge in lieu of interest of 50 cents. 

(b) The borrower may pay all or any part 
of any loan made pursuant to this act at 
any time before the date of maturity thereof, 
but any such payment may first be applied 
by the licensee to all interest unpaid up to 
the date of such payment. 

SEC. 10. (a) No person, except as author
ized by this act, shall directly or indirectly, 
by any device, subterfuge, or pretense what
soever, ask, demand, charge, contract for ; 
or receive, or participate, as agent, broker, 
procurer, intermediary, or volunteer, or in 
any other capacity, · in asking, demanding 
charging, contracting for, or receiving any 
interest, discount, fee , charge, or other con
sideration which in the aggregate is greater 
than the interest which is permitted by 
section 1178, 1179, or 118(T of such act ap
proved March 3, 1901, as amended, upon any 
loan or application for loan in the amount 
or of the value of $1,000, or less, whether 
or not such loan is made. 

(b) No person engaged in the business reg
ulated by this act shall pay, directly or in
directly, to any person, any money, service, 
or thing of value for the doing of any of 
the acts prohibited in the subsection (a) of 
this section: Provided, That this subsection 
shall apply only to acts done or performed 
with reference to loan transactions or appli
cations for loans in sums of $1 ,000 or less, or 
in inducing or seeking to induce any person 
to borrow in sums of $1 ,000 or less. 

(c) No instrument evidencing a loan made 
within the District in violation of the pro
visions of this act shall be valid or enforce
able in the District by the lender or by any 
other holder thereof who acquired the same 
with actual knowledge that said loan was 
made in violation of the provisions of this 
act or with knowledge of such facts that his 
action in taking such instrument amounted 
to b~d faith. 

( d) Any loan made by any person not 
licensed under this act for which there has 
been charged, contracted for, or received a 
greater rate of interest, discount, or consid
eration than the interest which is permitted 
by section 1178, 1179, or 1180 of the act ap
proved March 3, 1901, as amended, and any 
loan made by a licensee under this act for 
which there has been charged, contracted for, 
or received a greater rate of interest, dis
count, or consideration than licensees are 
permitted to charge, contract for, or receive 
under this act is hereby declared to be 
against the public policy of the District. No 
such loan made outside the District shall be 
enforced in the District and every person in 
anywise participating therein in the District 
shall be subject to the provisions of this act, 
except that the provisions of this subsection 
shall not apply to small loans legally made 
in any State under and in accordance with 
the provisions of a duly enacted pawnbroker 
law. 

SEC. 11. (a) Every pawnbroker shall keep 
a book in which shall be fairly written, at 
~he time of each loan, an accurate account 
and description of the goods, article, or 

thing pawned or pledged, the amount of 
money loaned thereon, the time of pledging 
the same, the rate of interest to be paid 
on such loan, and the name and residence 
of the person pawning or pledging the said 
goods, article, or thing, together with a par
ticular description of such person, including 
complexion, color of eyes and hair, and his 
or her height and general appearances. 

(b) The said book shall at all reasonable 
times be open to the inspection of the Com
missioners. 

( c) Except as to any judicial or other offi
cial of the District, having a right thereto 
in his official capacity, it shall be unlawful 
for any officer or employee of the District 
to divulge or make known in any manner 
the contents of such book. 

SEc. 12. Every pawnbroker shall, at the 
time of each loan, deliver to the person 
pawning or pledging any goods, article, or 
thing a memorandum or note, signed by him, 
containing the sub11tance of the entry re-· 
quired to be made in his or her book by the 
last preceding section, excepting as to the 
description of the person and no charge shall 
be made or received by any pawnbroker !or 
any such entry, memorandum, or note. 

SEC. 13. No pawnbroker shall sell any pawn 
or pledge until the same shall have remained 
1 year in his possession, unless by consent 
in writing by the pawner; and all such sales 
shall be made at public auction and not 
otherwise, and shall be made or conducted 
only by an auctioneer licensed by the Dis
trict of Columbia. 

SEC. 14. Notice of every such sale shall 
be published for at least 6 days previous 
thereto, in one or more of the daily news
papers of general circulation printed in the 
District of Columbia, and such notice shall 
specify the time and place at which such 
sale is to take place, the name of the auc
tioneer by whom the same is to be conducted, 
and a . description of the article to be sold, 
and in additi.on thereto the pawnbroker shall 
mail to the pawner a copy of such notice and 
shall obtain from the postmaster or his 
authorized agent a certificate showing such 
mailing, issued pursuant to the act ap
proved January 13, 1931 (U. S. C., title 39, 
sec. 260a), and regulations made thereunder. 
Such certificates shall be deemed to be part 
of the records of the business of the pawn
broker required by this title to be kept . . 

SEC. 15. The surplus money, if any, arising 
from any such sale, after deducting the 
amount of the loan, the interest then due 
on the same, and the expenses of the ad
vertisement and sale, shall be paid over by 
the pawnbroker to the person who would 
be entitled to redeem the pledge in case no 
such sale had taken place. 

PENALTIES 

SEC. 16. (a) Any individual or any mem
ber, officer, director, agent, or employee of 
any firm , voluntary association, joint-stock 
company, incorporated society, or corpora 
tion who shall violate or participate in the 
violation of any of the provisions of this act 
shall be punished by a fine of not more than 
$300 or by imprisonment for not more than 
90 days. 

(b) Any contract of loan in the making 
or collection of which any act shall have 
been done which constitutes a violation of 
any of the provisions of this title shall be 
void and the lender shall have no right 
to collect or receive any principal, interest, 
or charges whatsoever on account thereof. 
Any person pledging any goods, article, or 
other thing as security for a loan which is 
void shall be entitled to the return of such 
goods, article, or thing without being re
quired to pay any principal, interest, or other 
charge on account of such void loan. 

SEC. 17. The Commissioners are authorized 
to make and enforce such rules and regu
lations as they deem necessary to carry out 
the purposes of this act. 
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· SEC. 18. Nothing in, .this act shall apply. to 
any person, firm, joint-stock -company:, in
corporated society, credit union, or ·corpora
tion doing business in the- District .of Co-
1 umbia under -the supervision of the Fed
eral Reserve -System, or .the Comptroller of 
the Currency, or the Federal Deposit Insur
ance Corporation, or the Home Loan Bank 
Board, or the Federal Savings and ,Loan In
surance Corporation, or the Department of 
Health, Education, and Welfare or to loans 
made by them. 

REPEAL 

SEC. 19. The act entitled ''An act to regu
late the business of loaning m_oney on se
cur:ty of any kind by persons, firms, and cor
porations other than national banks, licensed 
bankers, trust companies, savings banks, 
building -and loan associations, and real
estate brokers, in the District of Columbia," 
approved February 4, 1913, as amended, is 
hereby repealed. · 

SEPARABILTY OF_ PROVISIONS 

SEC. 20. If any provision of this act or the 
application thereof to any person. or cir
cumstances is held invalid, the remainder 
of the act, arid the application of such pro
vision to other persons or circumstances, 
shall not be affected thereby. 

. - . . ·-· 
EFFECTIVE DATE OF ACT · 

SEC. 21. This act shall take effect at the 
expiration of 60 days after the date of its 
-approval. 

With the following committee amend
ments: 

On page 2, line 8, strike "oher" and insert 
"other." · 

On page 2, line 20, strike word "manner" 
-after "Advertising" and insert "matter." 

On page 2, line -24, strike word "manner" 
after "advertising" and insert "matter." 
· On page 16, line 15, strike "'.Ord "very" and 
insert "every." - ' 

On page 16, line 18, strike word "small" 
and insert in lieu thereof "a"; strike "s" from 

· the word "loans." 
Page 20, line 9, after the word ·"amended" 

insert "insofar as the same applies to the 
business of lending money on the security of 
the pledge and possession of tangible per
sonal property." 

The committee amendments were 
agreed to. 

Mr. ·HARRIS; Mr. Speaker, I ask 
· unanimous consent to extend my re
marks at this point in the RECORD in ex

, planation of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 

the request of the gentleman from Ar
kansas? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. HARRIS. Mr. Speaker, section 1 

of the bill contains definitfons of terms 
used in · the bill. · 

Section 2 prohibits engaging in busi
ness as a pawnbroker without first ob
taining a license from the Commis
sioners. It further prohibits the use of 
the word "pawnbroker" or the display of 
any symbol commonly used by pawn
brokers by any unlicensed busjness. . 

Section 3 sets forth qualifications for 
license, including the requirement that 
applicants have available for use in the 
business of making loans cash capital of 
at least $20,000. 

Section· 4 requires· applicants to file a 
bond running to the District in the sum 
of $5,000 conditioned upon the compli
ance by the applicant with provisions of 
the act and all rules and regulations 
made pursuant thereto. It authorizes 
any person injured by noncompliance 
with law or regulation by a licensee to 

maintain suit in ,his own name and .re
cover on-the bond such damages as shall 
be adjqdged. · · · = 

_ Se.ction ·5 provides that Mter investi
_gation and after sati~fying .the Commis
sioners of his qualifications the · license 
shall be is.sued to the applicant and that 
the annual license fee shall be· $500; 
· Section 6 provides for the revocation, 
suspension, arid renewal ·of licenses. 

Section 7 imposes upon the Commis
sioners · the duty of enforcing the act; 
authorizes .the Commissioners to investi
_gate the business and records of licensees 
and authorizes the Commissioners to 
require by subpena the production of 
books, papers, and records, and the at• 
tendance, and examination under oath, 
of a·ll persons whose testimony they'may 
require relative to loans or business of 
licensees. . 
- Section 8 prohibits false or misleading 
advertising respecting the pawnbroker 
business. 

Section 9 is the interest section. It 
directs the District Commissioners to in
vestigate from time to time the economic 
conditions and other factors relating to 
the business of making pawnbroker 
loans; to ascertain pertinent facts neces• 
sary to determine what maximum rate 
of interest may be permitted upon the 
basis of such ascertained facts and to 
fix by regulation the maximum rate of 
interest on pawnbroker loans which will 
induce efficiently managed commercial 
capital to be invested in such business 
in sufficient amounts to make available 
adequate facilities to individuals seking 
such loans at reasonable rates of interest 
and which will afford those engaged in 
such business a fair and reasonable re
turn upon the assets. 

Pending the determination of such 
rates by the Commissioners, the bill au
thorizes the pawnbrokers to charge not 
exceeding 2 percent per month, or frac
tion thereof, upon any loan not exceed
ing $200, or more than 1 percent per 
month, or fraction thereof, upon any 
loan exceeding $200 an.d not excee_ding 
$1,000, and 8 percent per annum-the 
maximum statutory rate now in effect
on any loan in excess .of $1,000. 

Section 10 prohibits the charging of 
interest in excess of the existing statu
tory rate of 6 percent per annum, or 8 
percent per annum upon an instrument 
in writing, by any person e:?Ccept a li
censee under the act and declares invalid 
any instrument evidencing a loan rnade 
in the District in violation of the pro
visions of the bill. 

Section 11 requires every pawnbroker 
to record in a ·book at the time of each 
loan an accurate account and description 
of the goods pawned, the amount of 

. money loaned tllereon, the time of pledg
ing the same, and the rate of interest to 
be paid on such loan, the name and resi
dence of the person pawning such goods 
together with a desc!iption of such per
sons; requires that the book at all rea
sonable times be open to the inspection 
of the Commissioners, and prohibits dis• 
closure by any officer of the District of 
entries in such book to any person other 
than an official . having a right thereto 
in his official capacity. 

Section 12 requires every pawnbroker 
at the time of each loan to deliver to any 

person. pawning .any goods a memoran
dum signed by him containing the sub
'Stance of the entry required to be made 
by him in this book. 

Section 13 prohibits any pawnbroke.r 
from selling any pawned article until the 
same has remained. 1 year in hts posses
sion, unless with the consent of the 
-pawner. It also provides that all sales 
shall be made at public auction and shall 
be made o;r conducted by licensed auc• 
.tioneers. 

Section 14 requires that notice of every 
'such "sale be published at least .' 6 days 
prior thereto in one or more. daily news
papers printed in the -District, such 
notice to specify the time and place 
·where such sale is to take place, the name 
of the auctioneer and a description of 
the article to be sold. In addition the 
paw~bi:oker is required to· mail to the 
-pawner a copy of_ s1tch notice. 

Section 15 provides that the surplus 
-money, if any, arising from any such 
sale, after deducting the interest then 
due and the expenses of advertising any 
such sale; shall be-paid over by the pawn• 
broker to the person who would be en
titled to redeem _the pledge in case no 
such sale had taken place. _ 

Section 16 provides penalties for vio
lation of the act of a fine of not more 
than $300 or imprisonment for not more 
than 90 days; declares that any ·contract 
of loan from which any act shall have 
been done which constitutes a violation 
of the bill shall be void and that the 
lender shall have no right to collect or 
receive any principal or charges what-

.soever on account thereof. 
Section 17 authorizes the Commis

. sioners to make and enforce such regu
lations as they deem necessary to carry 
out the purposes of the act. 

Section 18 exempts from application 
of the act, firms, stock companies, and 

· credit unions doing business in the Dis- • 
trict of Columbia under the supervision 
of the Federal Reserve System, Comp
troller of the Currency, Federal Deposit 
Insurance Corporation, the Home Loan 
Bank Board, the Federal Savings and 
Loan Insurance Corporation, or the De
partment of Health, Education, and Wel
fare, or to loans made by them. 

Section· 19 repeals the act of February 
4, 1913, as amended, insofar as the same 
applies to the business of lending money 
on the security of pledge and possession 
of tangible personal property. · 

Section 20 provides if any provision of 
the act ·be held invalid the remainder 
of the act shall not be affected thereby. 

Section 2'1 provides that the act shall 
take effect at the expiration of 60 days 

· after the date of its approval. 
Mr. HARRIS. Mr. Speaker, I offer 

several amendments to the bill and ask 
. that they may be considered en bloc. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman fro :m 
Arkansas? · 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendments offered by Mr. HARRIS: 
On page 2, section 1, line 13, paragraph (d). 

of this bill, replace the period with a conuna 
and add the following: "and shall include all 
pawnbrokers referred to in SEC. 4-148, Sli:c. 
4-149 and SEC. 4-150 of the D. C. Code of 
1951." 
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On page 17, Une 7, after the word "Com

missioners", add the following: 
"It shall be the duty Of every pawnbroker, 

and of every person in his employ, to admit 
to his premises during business hours any 
member of the Metropolitan Police Force of 
the District of Columbia as aforesaid to 
examine any pledge or pawn book or other 
record on the premises, as well as the articles 
pledged, purchased, or received, and to search 
for and take possession of any article known 
by him to be missing or known or believed 
by him to have been stolen, without the 
formality of the writ of search warrant or 
any other process, whieh search or seizure is 
hereby authorized ... 

On page 17, after line 12, insert a new para
graph (d), to read as follows: 

"Every pawnbroker shall, every day, except 
Sunday, before the hour of eleven o'clock in 
the forenoon, deliver to the Chief of Police, 
or his representative, on forms to be pre:. 
scribed by the Commissioners of the District 
of Columbia, a legible and correct transcript 
from the book or books provided for in sec
tion 11 (a), showing an accurate and com
plete description of every article or thing 
received by him, in pawn or pledge, and giving 
all numbers, marks, monograIDIS, trademarks, 
manufacturers' names and other marks of 
identification appearing on the same, on the 
business day next preceding, together with 
the numbers of the pawn ticket issued there
fore, the amount of the loan thereon, and 
the name, residence and physical description 
of the person pawning or pledging the said 
goods, article or thing." 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. Speaker, I may say 
of the amendments that the police de
partment of the District of Columbia 
have suggested and indicated that it 
would be highly desirable to have them 
added to this bill. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Illinois. The 
amendment was never considered by the 
committee. I assume it is a clarification 
intended to help the police in their deal
ings with pawnbrokers. 

Mr. HARRIS. Some of them were. I 
will yield to the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. DAVIS], a member of the commit
tee to explain further; 

Mr. SIMPSON of Illinois. Is this any 
different from the amendments here? 

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. HARRIS. I yield to the gentle
man from Iowa. 

Mr. GROSS. What is the entire bill 
all about? Is this a bill to increase the 
number of pawnbrokers, or what are we 
dealing with here? 

Mr. HARRIS. I may say to the gen
tleman from Iowa that this is a revision 
of present law with reference to pawn
broker operations. Presently there is 
the requirement to have a license for 
pawnbrokers in the District of Columbia. 
But other provisions of the law are con
sidered to be unfair to those who are 
trying to do a legitimate business. Oth
ers who are endeavoring to operate are 
going to the edges or the fringe of the 
District and establishing operations. 
The people in the District are going out
side to engage in this business. 

This bill sets up standards by which 
the Commissioners shall regulate the op
eration of the business within the Dis
trict of Columbia, and there are certain 
requirements. The bill provides that 
each one who proposes to operate must 
meet these requirements. There are 
also strict rules and regulations with 
which they must comply in order to af-

ford protection to the people of the Dis• 
trict of .Columbia. giving .the Commis
sioners of the District of Columbia the 
responsibility of administering the act 
and the police department having full 
authority to make such investigations 
and to make such inspections of the rec• 
ords as may be necessary. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on 
the amendments offered by the gentle
man from Arkansas. 

The amendments were ·agreed to. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed 

and read a third time, was read the third 
time, and passed, and a motion to recon
sider was laid on the table. 

COMMUNICATION FROM THE 
SENATE. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House 
the following communication from the 
Senate: 

JUNE 22, 1956. 
Ordered, That the Secretary be directed to 

request the House of Representatives to re
turn to the Senate the message announcing 
its agreement to the amendments to S. 1622, 
entitled "An act to authorize the Secretary 
of. the Interior to make payment for certain 
improvements located on public lands in the 
Rapid Valley unit, South Dakota, of the 
Missouri River Basin project, and for other 
purposes." 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, 
the request of the Senate will be granted. 

There was no objection. 

AUTHORIZING COMMISSIONERS OF 
THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA TO 
DESIGNATE EMPLOYEES OF THE 
DISTRICT TO PROTECT LIFE AND 
PROPERTY 
Mr. HARRIS. Mr. Speaker, I may say 

that I am pinch-hitting for our distin
guished chairman of the Committee on 
the District of Columbia [Mr. McMIL
LAN], who is in South Carolina at the 
present time. He has requested that I 
call up these bills for him. 

Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Com
mittee on the District of Columbia I call 
up the bill (S. 1275) to authoriz~ the 
Commissioners of the District of Colum
bia to designate employees of the Dis
trict to protect life and property in and 
on the buildings and grounds of any in
stitution located upon property outside 
of the District of Columbia acquired by 
the United States for District sanitori
ums, hospitals, training schools, and 
other institutions, and I ask unanimous 
consent that the bill be considered in the 
House as in the Committee of the Whole. 

The Clerk rea·d the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 

the request of the gentleman from 
Arkansas? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That (a) the Commis

sioners of the District of Columbia may 
designate any employee of the District to 
protect life and property in and on the build
ings and grounds of any institution upon 
land outside the District acquired by the 
United States for the District of Columbia 
for the establishment or operation thereon 
of any sanitorium, hospital, tra\ning schools, 
correctional institution, reformatory, work
house, or jail. Whenever any employee is so 

designated he ls hereby authorized ~nd em
powered (1) to arrest under a warrant within 
the buildings and grounds of any such in
stitution any person accused of having com
mitted within any such buildings or grounds 
any offense against the laws of the United 
States, or against any rule or regulation pre
scribed pursuant to this act; (2) to arrest 
without a warrant any person committing 
any such offense within such buildings or 
grounds, in his presence; or (3) to arrest 
without warrant within such bu,ildings or 
grounds, any person who he has reasonable 
grounds to believe has committed -a felony 
in such buildings or grounds. 

(b) Any individual having the power to 
arrest as provided in subsection (a) of this 
section may carry fl.rearms or other weapons 
as the Commissioner may direct or by regula:.. 
tion may prescribe. 

SEC. 2. The co.mmissloners may make and 
amend such rules and regulations as they 
deem necessary for the protection of life 
and property in or on the buildings and 
grounds of any such institution. 

SEC. 3. Any person who knowingly and 
willfully violates any rule or regulation pre
scribed under this act shall be guilty of a 
misdemeanor, and shall be fined not more 
than $500 or imprisoned not more than 6 
months or 'both. 

SEC. 4. The officer on duty in command of 
those employees designated by the Com
missioners as provided in section 1 of this 
act may accept deposit of collateral from any 
person charged with the violation of any 
rule or regulation prescribed under this act, 
for appearance in court or before the appro
priate United States commissioner; and such 
collateral shall be deposited with the United 
States commissioner sitting in the distric,t 
where the offense has been committed. 

SEC. 5. The Commissioners may enter into 
agreements ~th any of the States, or any 
political subdivision thereof, where any such 
institution mentioned in section 1 of this 
act is located, for such governmental services 
as the Commissioners shall deem necessar.y 
to the efficient and proper government of 
such institution, and they may, from time 
to time, agree to modifications in any such 
agreement: Provided, That where the charge 
for any such service is established by the 
laws of the State within whose territorial 
limits such institution is situated, the Com
missioners may not pay for such service an 
amount in excess of ·the charge so estab
lished. There is hereby . authorized to be 
appropriated such sums as may be necessary 
for the making of payment for services under 
any such agreement. 

Mr. DA VIS of . Georgiar Mr. Speaker, 
I offer two amendments. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
On page 2, line 2, before the period add 

the following proviso: ": Provided, That such 
employee shall be bonded for the faithful 
discharge of such duties, and the Commis
sioners of the District of Columbia shall fix 
the penalty of any such bond." 

On page 2, line 16, immediately after the 
word "weapons", insert the following: "and 
shall wear such uniform with such identifica
tion badge." 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. Speaker, I under
stand the amendments just proposed 
have been discussed with our colleagues 
on the other side and are agreeable to 
them. 

Mr. SIMPSON of Illinois . . Mr. Speak
er, these amendments have not been dis-
cussed with those on this side. . 

Mr. HARRIS. I was advised that the 
amendments had been taken up with 
members of the committee on the gentle
man's side of the aisle and were agreed 
to. 



1956 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD - HOUSE 10929 
Mr. SIMPSON of Ill~nois. I can only 

answer for myself. However, I shall not 
object. 

Mr. KEARNS. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. DAVIS of Georgia. I yield to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. KEARNS. The gentleman did 
discuss these amendments with me and 
I wholeheartedly agreed with him. 

The SPEAKER. The question · is on 
the amendments offered by the gentle
man from Georgia [Mr. DAvrsJ. 

The amendments were agreed to. 
The bil! was ordered to ·be read a third 

time was read the third time, and 
pass~d, and a motion to reconsider was 
laid on the table. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. Speaker, the pur
pose of the bill just passed is to author
ize the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia to designate employees of the 
District as special policemen to protect 
life and property in and on buildings and 
grounds· of any institution located upon 
property outside of the District of Co
lumbia, acquired by the United S~ates 
for District sanatoriums, hospitals, 
training schools, and other institutions. 

For some time there have been inci
dents of vandalism, thefts, trespassing, 
and assaults at several of the institutions 
operated by the District on land outside 
of the ·District of Columbia. The per
sons in charge of the institutions have to 
call the State or county police or the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation to make 
the necessary arrests. The State and 
co-unty police are not authorized to go 
into some of the institutions al)d the 
local office of the Federal Bureau of In
vestigation is not open at night. There 
is no police protection when it is most 
needed. 

Title to the se'veral tracts of land . on 
which these institutions are located has 
been taken in the United States pur-

. suant to specific acts of Congress. Con
gress has made appropriations for t~e 
building of the institutions and their 
maintenance each year and has given the 
District authority to administer and op
erate them. 

In the past there has been consider
able difficulty in arranging for confine
ment, board, and lodging for persons 
arrested on the grounds or buildings of 
such institutions prior to taking them 
before a committing magist.rate. To 
solve this and other problems, section 5 
of the bill authorizes the Commissioners 
to enter into agreements with any of the 
States or any political subdivision there
of for the confinement, board, and lodg
ing of any person who has been arrested 
under the provisions of section 1 of the 
bill, until he" can be brought before the 
proper committing magistrate or to the 
United States commissioner of the dis
trict where the offense occurred, to "be 
arrested and imprisoned, or bailed as the 
case may be for trial before such court of 
the United States as by law has cogniz
ance of the offense"-United States 
Code, 1952 edition, title 18, chapter 203, 
section 3041. · 

COLUMBIA HISTORICAL SOCIETY IN 
THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. Speaker, by direc
tion of the Committee on the District 

of Columbia, I call up the bill (S. 3663) 
to exempt from taxation certain prop
erty of the Columbia Historical Society 
in the District of Columbia, and ask 
unanimous consent that the bill be con-

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ar
kansas? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

sidered in the House as in Committee of Be it enacted, etc., That the act entitled 
the Whole. ''An act to permit the Board of Commis-

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to sioners of the District of Columbia to estab
the request of the gentleman from lish daylight saving time in the District," 

approved April 28, 1953 (D. C. Code, sec. 
Arkansas? 28-2804), is hereby amended by striking out 

There was no objection. the words "last Sunday of September" and 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: inserting in lieu thereof the words "last 
Be it enacted, etc., That the real estate Sunday of October." 

described as lot 79, in square numbered 115, Mr. HARRIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
situated in the city of Washington, D. c., unanimous consent to extend my re
owned by the Columbia Historical Society, marks at this point in the RECORD. 
is hereby exempt from all taxation so long The SPEAKER. Is there obJ'ection to as the same is owned and occupied by the 
Columbia Historical Society and its member the request of the gentleman from 
organizations and is not used for commer- Arkansas? 
cial purposes, subject to the provisions of There was no objection. 
sections 2, 3, and 5 of the act entitled "An Mr. HARRIS. Mr. Speaker, the pur-
act to define the real property exempt from pose of this bill is to amend· the act 
taxation in the District of Columbia," ap- which permits the Board of Commis
proved December 24, 1942 (56 Stat. 1091; D. c. si·oners of the District of Columbia to Code, secs. 47-80lb, 47-80lc, and 47-80le). 

establish daylight saving time in the 
Mr. HARRIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask District of Columbia each year-ap-

unanimous .cons~nt . to extend my re- proved Aprtl 28, 1953, District of Colt~m
marks at this pomt m the REC?RD.. bia code, section 28-2804. Under exist

The SPEAKER. Is there obJectlon to . ing law the Commissioners may estab
the request of the gentleman from lish daylight saving time in the District 
Arkansas? of Columbia for the period beginning not 

There was no objection. earlier than the last Sunday in April 
Mr. HARRIS. · Mr. Speaker, the pur- and ending not later than the last Sun

pose of this bill is to provide for the day in September. 8'. 3295 would pe~it 
exemption from taxation the real estate the Commissioners to extend daylight 
described as lot 79, in square 115, in the saving time to the last Sunday in Octo
District of Columbia owned by the Co- ber. 
lumbia Historical Society so long as the The committee has been advised that 
same is owned and occupied by the this proposed extension is necessary in 
Columbia Historical Society and its order to bring the District of Columbia 
member organizations and is not used in line with a number of large cities 
for commercial purposes. The exemp- in the northeastern and mid western sec
tion would be subject to the provisions tions of the United States, and would 
of sections 2, 3, and 5 of the act entitled eliminate confusion as to transportation, 
"An act to define the real property ex- radio, and television schedules and pro
empt from taxation in the District of grams. 
Columbia,'' approved December 24, 1942. Mr. SIMPSON of Illinois. Mr . 

The Columbia Historical Society is the Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
historical society of and for the Nation's Mr. HARRIS. I yield to the g~ntle-
Capital, as well as the District of Colu~- man from Illinois. . . . . 
bia. It was founded and incorporated m Mr. SIMPSON of Illm01s. This is an 
1894, and is a nonprofit cultural, educa- extension of daylight saving time for an 
tional, philanthropic, and historical so- additional 30 days, is it not? 
ciety for "the collection, preservation, Mr. HARRIS. It gives authority to 
and diffusion of knowledge respecting the the Commissioners of the District of Co
history and topography of the District of lumbia to extend daylight saving time 
Columbia." within the District of Columbia for one 

such exemptions have been granted in additional month. 
past Congresses to other nonprofit or- Mr. SIMPSON of Illinois. Mr. 
ganizations. The loss of revenue from Speaker, I hope I am not o.ut of order 
annual real estate t~xes on this prop- if I say that the gentleman from Minne
erty, under present valuation, amounts sota [Mr. O'HARA] still is opposed to this 
to $2,876.28. extension of daylight saving time. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third Mr. HARRIS. I would like to confirm 
time, was read the third ti~ie, and · just what the gentleman has said. Our 
passed, and a motion to reconsider was colleag·ue from Minnesota [Mr. O'HARA] 
laid on the table. has very definitely expressed his feelings 

DAYLIGHT SAVING TIME IN THE 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. Speaker, by direc
tion of the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, I call up the bill (S. 3295) 
to amend the act of April 28, 1953, re
lating to daylight saving time in t~e 
District of Columbia, and ask unam
mous consent that the bill be consid
ered in the House as in Committee of the 
Whole. 

about this question to me to be conveyed 
to the committee, the Congress· and the 
entire country. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. HARRIS. I yield to the gentle
man from West Virginia. 

Mr. BAILEY. I would like to say, Mr. 
Speaker, that I, too, joint~<: gentlema~ 
from Minnesota in opposition to this 
measure. I am doing it at the urgent 
request of the West Virginia State Farm 
Bureau. They are opposed to this type 
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of legislation, and I want to register my 
opposition to the passage of this bill. 

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
strike out the last word. 
· Mr. Speaker, I take this time to ask 
the spokesman for the committee, the 
gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. HARRIS], 
the necessity for extension of daylight
saving time until the last of October. 

Mr. HARRIS. There is a request be
ing made that the extension of daylight
savJng time for the District of Columbia 
conform to other jurisdictions in the New 
England and eastern seaboard States. 
It seems that about a year or 2 years. 
ago some of the -New England States ex
tended daylight-saving time from the 
last Sunday in September to the last 
Sunday in October. I am not sure that 
the adoption of this kind of legislation 
by some could be considered as correc
tive legislation, but nevertheless, as time 
went on other jurisdictions throughout 
the entire area have increased daylight
saving time from this period to the last 
Sunday in October. 

Mr. GROSS. What is the real reason? 
Why are we extending this time other 
than to keep up with the Joneses in New 
York and Philadelphia? Just why? 

Mr. HARRIS. I was just explaining 
it was to conform with the other juris
dictions in the New England and eastern 
seaboru:d States. ~ow, after the other 
States from here clear on up the sea .. 
board to the New England States, and 
Chicago and St. Louis, had extended 
daylight-saving time for an additional 
month, the transportation industry, that 
is, the railroads, the aviation industry, 
the commercial airlines, the communi .. 
cations industries, radio and television, 
the local board of trade· here in the Dis
trict, the school board of the District of 
Columbia, and the businessmen of the 
District of Columbia came to us and 
asked that daylight-saving time for the 
District of Columbia conform to the 
other jurisdictions in this extension. 

Mr. GROSS. Does not the gentleman 
realize and do not the school officials of 
the District of Columbia realize that on 
an overcast, stormy morning there will 
be schoolchildren who will be going to 
school in semidarkness by the last of 
October? Is there no regard for the 
safety of these youngsters? 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. Speaker, I should 
like to say to my distinguished friend 
that we held 2 days of hearings on this 
bill, and among the witnesses heard were 
the Chairman of the Board of Education 
of the District of Columbia and the Su
perintendent of Schools of the District 
of Columbia. Both witnesses urged the 
adoption of this bill extending the time 
and said .that it was in the interest of the 
schoolchildren of the District of Colum
bia. We questioned them very carefully 
on that subject. 

Mr. GROSS. Would the gentleman 
dispute the fact that there would be chil
dren going to school in the dark, on 
cloudy or rainy mornings, during 
October? 

Mr. HARRIS. I am merely reporting 
to the gentleman what the testimony was 
of these particular people who appeared 
as witnesses urging adoption of this pro
posed legislation. 

Mr. GROSS. I am glad the gentleman 
mentioned hearings. Where are the 
hearings on this bill? 

Mr. HARRIS. We can get a copy of 
the transcript of the hearings imme-
diately. · 

Mr. GROSS. Yes; but the committee 
did not have hearings printed, and if it 
so important that daylight ·time be ex
tended, why not printed hearings, so that 
some of the rest of us may find out who 
is responsible for this extension and their 
reasons. Did any of the golfing frater
nity come in and testify for this bill? I 
have always called this and believe it to 
be the golfer's special. Did any of the 
golfing fraternity come in and testify? 

Mr. HARRIS. No. I hope the gentle
man does not wish to que£tion my expla
nation of this. I am giving the gentle
man information. I am merely trying to 
give the gentleman factual information. 
So far as I know, no one from the golfing 
industry or the field of golfing appeared 
or expressed any interest in the matter 
one way or the other. 
· Mr~ GROSS. What is the merit of this 
proposal? I have not yet gotten an an
swer to my question. What is the merit 
of this bill to extend daylight saving 
time to the end of October other than 
the fact that certain people in the Dis
trict want to keep up with the Joneses 
somewhere else? 

Mr. HARRIS. I could not explain to 
the gentleman from Iowa. I believe it 
was the State of Massachusetts that first 
extended the time. After that other ju
risdictions extended the time. The merit 
of it is that this affects the transporta
tion industry; railroad and airline sched
ules get all messed up, as well as televi
sion and radio schedules. So they want 
to conform to the time in New York. 
Chicago, St. Louis, and other · centers 
where these matters originate. 

Mr. GROSS. If this is such a good 
thing, why not extend it for the entire 
year, put it on a 12-months' basis? 

Mr. HARRIS. I am not in a position 
to answer that, because I would not be 
for that. 

Mr. GROSS. But t:te gentleman is in 
favor of extending it through October, 
!take it? 

Mr. HARRIS. No; I am not sure that 
lam. . 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen
tleman from Iowa has expired. 

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for 5 ad
ditiopal minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Iowa? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. HESELTON. Mr. Speaker, will 

the gentleman yield? 
Mr. GROSS. I am glad to yield to the 

gentleman from Massachusetts if he.can 
shed any light on this. 

Mr. HESELTON. I should like simply 
to ask a question, if I may, at this point, 
·of the gentleman handling the legisla
tion, because I stepped in just as the gen
tleman was asking a question. Do I un
derstand that there were 2 days of hear
ings on this measure? 

Mr. HARRIS. The gentleman is cor
rect. 

Mr. HESELTON. -And do I under
stand there were no witnesses represent
ing the District who appeared against 
the measure? 

Mr. HARRIS. There were no wit
nesses at all who appeared against the 
measure. 

Mr. HESELTON. That is all. 
Mr. NICHOLSON. Mr. Speaker, will 

the gentleman yield? 
Mr. GROSS. I am glad to yield to the 

gentleman. 
Mr. NICHOLSON. The gentleman 

says that he wants some light shed on 
this matter. That is the reason why we 
extended the time up in Massachusetts, 
because we want more light. 

Mr. GROSS. I am not surprised, be
cause they do need more light on some 
things up in Massachusetts. 

Mr. Speaker, as I said before, this silly 
manhandling of the clock is being con
tinued for the benefit of the golfers, 
radio and television operators,. among 
others, who seem to be able to make life 
as complicated as possible for the rest 
of us. I hope all of the Members appre
ciate the fact that they are losing an 
hour in the morning when they could be 
getting some good sleep under cooler 
conditions, because of this monstrosity. 

Mr. JONES of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GROSS. I yield. 
Mr. JONES of Missouri. Does not the 

gentleman think if they tried to impose 
this all over the United States some of 
the Members of Congress might take a 

· different view toward voting for this bill? 
Mr. GROSS. And especially so if they 

had to get out of bed at night to answer 
telephone calls from constituents who 
failed to recognize the fact that there 
was a time differential due to some mis
guided individuals who are trying to 
cheat.the sun. I heartily agree with the 
gentleman. 

Mr. JONES of Missouri. Also the peo- · 
ple who have farms and work as they do 
back home would not stand for any such 
thing as this. 

.Mr. GROSS. Not.at all. . 
Mr. JONES of Missouri. If they had 

young children and had to put them to 
bed when it was still light, they would 
not vote for it. · 
· Mr. GROSS. The gentleman is ex
actly right.. Why do you not go ahead 
and try to do a real good job of trying to 
beat the clock and the sun and put this 
thing on a year-round basis. Why not 

· set the clocks back an hour each after
noon and add still another hour of day
light? That would provide even more 
enlightenment for the people of Massa
chusetts. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. Speaker, I move 
to strike out the last word. 

Mr. WIER. Mr. Speaker, will the gen
tleman yield? 

Mr. HARRIS. I yield to the gentle
man from Minnesota. 

Mr. WIER. I think I am the only one 
from Minnesota on this side of the aisle 
that is present today. May I say also, 
as a member of ·the Committee on the 
District of · Columbia, that I voted 
·against this in the committee the other 
morning when it was up for considera
tion. 



1956 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD - HOUSE 10931 
Because of my very dear friendship for because when I go down to the railroads 

my colleague · from Minnesota, JoE the trains run on a different time than 
O'HARA, I want to express on behalf of the District of Columbia time, so I have 
him and myself our opposition to this to ask, "Do you mean by niy watch?" 
bill, and hope it acts as a proxy for him, And they say, "No, we mean an hour dif
because I know he would dearly love to ferent from your watch." So I do not 
be here to cast a "no" vote. see how you are doing anything but ex-

Mr. HARRIS. My colleague from tending the confusion for another month 
Minnesota (Mr. O'HARA] called me and in the District of Columbia. If 1 take 
requested that certain information be the plane to -:fly, I think the planes tty on 
obtained for the record. We made every daylight-saving time. 
possible effort to obtain all the informa-· Mr. HARRIS. Representatives of 
tion he requested, and it was put in the these industries came before the com
record of the proceedings when the hear- mittee and in their testimony were very 
ings were held. insistent that this change be made to 
· Mr. PHILLIPS. Mr. Speaker, will the conform. 
gentleman yield? - Mr. PHILLIPS. Who were they? 

Mr. HARRIS. I yield to the gentle- Mr. HARRIS. The railwa-y industry 
man from California. and the commercial airline industry, as 

Mr. PHILLIPS. My question directed well as the radio and television industry. 
to the gentleman is that I do not quite Mr. PHILLIPS. Well, I cannot under-
understand what i-s the basic reason for st;md. t}:lat. 
extending daylight saving time another Mr. HARRIS. I do want to say this. 
month: ·I was"' brought up in this part The gentleman knows my record in the 
of the world. I went to school in this lfouse in the past shows that I have 
part of the world... When you pass the never been enthusiastic about daylight-
1st of October you are ·going into the fall saving . till).e. .I was qne '<>f· many who 
and winter, and the days are different. opposed it · even when -it was adopted, 
I have yet to understand the logic of -ex- giving the Commissioners the authority 
tending thi-s. I do not like it very much to invoke daylight-saving time from the 
as it is. I think if you had it all year last &mday in April· to the last Sunday 
around it· would be-all right, but to move in September. But, since that is the law 
it u:p when you have the ·railroads run- and since this Congress adopted ·it as a 
ning on one sqhedule, the cities on an- policy -and since this is merely an exten
other., the people on the farms of Vir- sion of 1 month to conform to other 
ginia on one time and ·the people in the jurisdictions which ·vitally · affect this 
District on another, causes complica- jurisdiction, and since this matter of 
tions. But you add other complications conforming is in the interest of the local 
as soon as you go into the fall months. people, I think it should be approved. 
Wh.at reasons were advanced to justify C The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
Congress in taking this step and extend- Miu.s) . . The time of the gentleman 
ing it beyonj the normal time of the from Arkansas has expired. 
summer months and carrying it into the Mr. WILLIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
fall? unanimous consent that the gent1eman's 

Mr. HARRIS. As I have already ex- time be extended for 1 minute. 
plained, so~e year·and a half ago, maybe · The · SPEAKER ·pro tempore (Mr. 
longer; the State of Massachusetts, ac- MILLS)· Without objection, it is so 
-eording to the hearings, extended day.:. ordered. . . 
light·saving time in that~jurisdietion ·for : There was no objection.· · -
this additional ihonth. · In time all the . Mr:= · WILLIS. Mr. Speaker~ ·I. ,ask 
New England states extended it. The unammou~ ~onsent that the ~o~mr~tee 
Legislature of the Sta~ of-New :York ex ... - on t?,e·Jud1ciary may have until m1dmght 
tended it for the state of New York. ~n~~t to .file a report on the Federal 
Then the State of Pennsylvania adopted Judiciary bll1. . 
it. Maryland and other States along the ~he. SPE_A~R pro tempore. Without 
eastern seaboard did the same, as did obJection, 1t 1s so o~der.ed. 
Chicago and· St. · Louis. As the gentle- There was no obJect1on. -
man knows, those·are the heavy originat~ Mr: HARRIS. Mr. Speaker, · I ask 
ing centers for transportation by rail- unammous consent that my colleague 
road, by airplane; and of course te1e- the gentleman fTom Massa:chusetts [~r. 
vision and radio programs. HESELToNJ may extend ~1s r~marks 1:11 

Mr. PHILLIPS. So you think it de- th~ RECORD on the pendmg b11l at this 
sirable · to extend- the confusion for pomt. . 
another month? · · ~e.SP.E:A~R pro tempore. Without 

Mr. HARRIS . . I think- it miriimizes obJect1on, 1t·1s so o~der_ed. 
the confusion. we can conform to the There was no obJect1on. 
jurisdiction of these States. In many of Mr .. HESEL'J'.ON: M:. Speaker~ t~e 
these jurisdictions they had this a year ~ecess1t~ f?r this bill arises from c~nd1-
ago. The people of the District of co- t1o~s ex~stm~ last YE:ar :when dayhgh~
lumbia who came and testified said that savmg time m the District of Columbia 
because of the hour's difference that ended on the last Sunday of September 
month with the immediate jurisdiction while other large communities in the 
to the north and all through the New co-µntry, par.ticularly in the East and , 
England .and New York area it created a parts of the Midwest continued on day
very difficult situation here in the Dis- light-saving tiine to the last Sunday of 
trict of Columbia, particularly because Octo·ber. The resulting confusion and 
of the situation I have mentioned re- annoyance wern obvious to everyone 
garding transportation and communica- directly concerned. 
tion. It is significant that during the 2 days 

Mr. PHILLIPS. I do not quite under- of hearings by the committee no one 
stand the reference to transportation, from the District opposed the bill while 

there was unanimous support from all 
who took the opportunity of testifying. 

Had it not been .for the technical diffi
culties existing in 1953, when Congress 
gave the Board of Commissioners of the 
District the authority to establish day
light-saving time each year, there can 
be no doubt but that Congress would 
have extended that authority at least 
through October of each year. Since 
we a Te this afternoon using time to act 
as a city council for the District, there 
is no sound reason why the bill should 
not be passed. Sometime Congress may 
turn over such municipal functions to 
a municipal agency and devote the time, 
energy and expense involved to -0ther 
matters more clearly in the interest of 
the Nation as a whole. 

However, I must concede that some of 
the events of this past year have not in
creased·that possibility in the immediate 
future and that some of the advocates -0f 
home rule for the Distict. have not con
tributed significantly of late to that 
cause. Some . soul searching-, particu
lar-ly by a few who have paid lipservice 
to that objective, seems to be in ·order.-

Mr. HYDE. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
strike out the last word. 

Mr. Speaker, there has been some 
question raised· about the purpose of this 
legislation. We · know that daylight
saving time originated in wartime. As 
a result of that, the· industrial workers 
got to the - point where -they liked it. 
They-like that extra hour of light afte1• 
the-y get- off from 0 work. So, as a result 
of the demand ·of the industrial workers 
m the great indtistriaJ, centers here in 
the ·East·, ·in Chicago, and in other in
dustrial centers, the 1egislative authori
ties involved, in response to that demand 
have continued the daylight-saving time 
principle. As evidenced by the bill be
fore us, for many areas in the East, in 
Chicago· and St: Louis that principle is 
extended 'for an extra month. That is 
the simple- why- and· wherefore of it; 
The men and women working in indus-
try -want · that extra hour. - This · par
ticular bill, as has been so ·ably exp-lained 
by·the gentleman from Arkansas;is sim
ply a matter of giving the Commission
ers the authority to extend the time to 
conform to the major centers of com
munication in the eastern part of the 
United States. This bill does not auto
matically extend it. 

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. HYDE. I am glad to yield to the 
gentleman. 

Mr. GROSS.· So the gentleman is 
saying that a comparatively small mi
nority of the population of this country 
forces the rest of us to conform to this 
daylight--saving time business; is that 
correct? 

Mr. HYDE. A large enough segment 
of the population in the major centers 
of the population in the East are the 
ones who are insisting upon this. 

Mr. JUDD. Mr. Speaker, will the gen
tleman yield? 

Mr. HYDE. I yield. 
Mr. JUDD. Is not the nub of the mat

ter this. that even though we, who come 
from Midwestern districts, would nat
urally prefer to have Washington time 
only 1 hour ahead of our time at home 
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rather than 2 ·hours ahead, · the fact is 
that without this resolution, all of the 
Eastern seaboard from the Potomac 
north, except the District of Columbia, 
will be on one time during October and 
the city of Washington will be on an
other. In view of the fact that Balti
more, Philadelphia, New York, and the 
rest of those States, plus the New Eng
land area, will be on daylight-saving 
time, is it not less disrupting, more con
venient, and more sensible that the Dis
trict of Columbia, which has most of its 
business and transportation connections 
with those cities and areas, have the 
same time also? It is just that simple; 
is it not? Not the merits or demerits 
of daylight-saving time; but conven
ience .for Washington and neighboring 
States and cities. 

Mr~ HYDE. That is the way it seemed 
to the majority of the committee. 

Mr. JONES of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, 
I off er an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. JoNES of Mis

~ouri: On page 1, line 8, by adding "And is 
further amended by adding a proviso at such 
section reading: 'Provided, That the provi
sions of this section shall be suspended dur
ing sue}?. pime as Congress is in session'," 

Mr. JONES of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, 
I have always thought that this daylight 
savings was one of the most asinine pro
posals that has ever been made. I know 
that down in my country we have a lot 
of people who work in industry, and dur
ing these summer days they decide they 
would like to go to · work 1 hour earlier 
and so they go to work an hour earlier 
and they quit an hour earlier, and they 
do not disturb the time and convenience 
of anyone. 

I know the gentleman from Arkansas 
[Mr. HARRIS] had no intention of doing 
it, but I could not follow as he was trying 
to explain about the railroads. The rail-
1·oads still use standard time, or at least 
some of them do. We have that con
fusion when we are trying to catch a 
:train, and that is one thing that I am 
opposed to about this bill. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. Speaker, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. JONES of Missouri. I yield. 
Mr. HARRIS. I regret if the gentle

man misunderstoqd what I said, and I 
am not sure that he did. I was not say
ing that I was trying to explain that 
myself. I was telling you what the rail
road industry told · us during the com
mittee hearings. 
· Mr. JONES of MissourL But if they 
are using standard time all the time, it 
will lessen the confusion by extending it 
another month? 

Mr. HARRIS. They made it very defi
nite that it had a great bearing on their 
schedules. 

Mr. JONES of Missouri. I think that 
is wrong, because they use standard time 
all throughout the year. If you are go
ing to have this crazy time, let us have 
it all over the entire country. I guaran
tee that if you do, you will hear enough 
from your constituents that you will vote 
it out in the District of Columbia. 

These people working in industry can 
go to work any time they want to. They 
can do it without disturbing people who 
want to live a · normal, ordinary life. 

This difference · in time between the dis ... · 
trict I represent and the District of .co ... 
lumbia is confusing, I leave my office 
at 5 o'clock and I get a call at 5: 30 at 
my home, and the fellow says, "I cannot 
understand what you are doing home at 
this time of day. It is only the middle of 
the afternoon.'' He says, "I do not un ... 
derstand it." · 

have. ·As much as ·t reg~et to oppose 
my good friend, I must ask for the de- . 
feat of the amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the amendment offered by, 
the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
JONES]. . 

The question was taken; and on a di
vision (demanded by Mr. GROSS) the:re· 
were-ayes 27, noes 49. 

Mr. JONES of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, 
I make the point of order that a quorum 
is not present, and I object to the vote 
on the ground that a quorum is not 
present. · 

And I do not like this thing of getting 
up in the middle of the night to answer 
the telephone. It is just confusion all 
the way through. If you will adopt this 
little amendment, let us just keep Con
gress on standard time, and I think 
everybody will get along very well and 
we will avoid a lot of confusion. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore <Mr. 
. MILLS). The Chair will count. 

Of course I am opposed to the entire 
bill, but at least we can improve it by 
adopting this amendment. 

· Mr. JONES of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, 
I withdraw my point of order. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the re ... 
mainder of my time. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
opposition to the amendment. Of course 
I would have enjoyed having the gentle
man's amendment about 3 years ago, if 
he had offered it then. 

Mr. JONES of Missouri. I offered a 
similar amendment at that time, but un
fortunately I do not think some of the 
Members understood it and they de
feated it. 

Mr. HARRIS. The purpose of my 
taking this time is to try to get some 
information about the gentleman's 
amendment. Do I understand that the 
gentleman would amend the present 
Daylight Saving Act whereby there 
would be no daylight saving in the Dis
trict of Columbia during the time that 
Congress is in session? 

Mr. JONES of Missouri. That is right. 
Mr; HARRIS. That would be retro

active of present law; . that is, it would 
extend this limitation back to May when . 
daylight time goes into effect clear . 
through September or October? 

Mr. JONES of Missouri. Of course it 
could not go into effect until the bill is 
passed. So we could not make it retro
active. It would be from here on out. 

Mr. HARRIS. The gentleman does not -

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Speaker, I make the 
point of order that a quorum is not 'pres-, 
ent and object to the vote on the ground 
that a quorum is not present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair will count. 

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Speaker, I withdraw 
my point of order. · 

So the amendment was rejected. 
The SPEAKER . pro tempore. The 

question is on the engrossment and third 
reading of the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, and was read the 
third time. · 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Speaker, I now ob.; 
ject to the vote on the ground that a quo ... 
rum is not present, and I make the poil).t 
of order that a quorum is- not pr,esent: 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair has counted three times and failed 
to find. a quorum. The Doorkeeper will 
close the doors, the Sergeant at: Arms 
will notify absent' Members, and the 
Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken; and there 
were-yeas 199, nays 120, answered 
"present" l, not voting 112, as follows: 

[Roll No. 75] 

mean that his amendment would apply Abernethy 
only to the month of October? Albert 

YEAS-199 

Clark 
Cole 

Halleck 
Harden 

Alger 
Mr. JONES of Missouri. Oh, no. It Allen, Calif. 

would apply any time that daylight sav- Arends 
ing would be ·put into effect. It would Ashley 
not be put into effect when the Congress f!~i~~loss 
was in session. A very 

Mr. HARRIS. I wanted to get that Ayres 
clear. This would kill daylight-saving ~!i~tn 
time for the District of Columbia until Beamer 
the Congress adjourns, which is always ::f::!r 
about July or August. Bennett, Mich. 

Mr. JONES of Missouri. Maybe it Blatnik 
would have a tendency to get C,ongress Boggs 
adjourned a little earlier. I would be in :~I~~: 
favor of that. · Bolton, 

Mr. HARRIS. Well, we might pick up ouverP. 
a few votes on it. Bosch · 

Mr. SIMPSON of Illinois. Will the ~~;;_1;:r 
gentleman yield? . Bray 

Mr. HARRIS. I yield. Brown, Ga. 
Mr. SIMPSON of Illinois. I do not :~~hhill 

think the gentleman from Missouri is Byrd 
taking into consideration a call for a Byrnes, Wis. 
special session. . g:~!i~~an 

Mr. JONES of Missouri. That would Carrigg 
be included also. .. Cederberg 

Mr. HARRIS. I think this would g~1
~:~ 

create a -much wors~ situation than we church 

Cramer 
Crumpacker 
Curtis, Mass. 
Curtis, Mo. 
Dawson, Ill. 
Dawson, Utah 
Dea ne 
Delaney 
Derounlan 
Devereux 
Dingell 
Dondero 
Donovan · 
Dorn,N. Y. 
Doyle 
Edmondson 
Engle 
Fallon 
Feighan 
Fenton 
Fernandez 
Fisher 
Flood 
Flynt 
Forand 
Ford 
Frelinghuysen 
Friedel 
Gathings 
Gavin 
Gordon 
Gray 
Green, Oreg. 
Gwinn 
Hagen 
Hale 

Hardy 
Harris 
Harvey 
Hays, Ohio 
Hayworth 
Hebert 
Herlong 
Heselton 
Hiestand 
Hillings 
Hinshaw 
Holland 
Holmes 
Holt 
Hope 
Horan 
Hosmer 
Hull 
Hyde 
Ikard 
James 
Jarman 
Jenkins 
Johnson, Calif, 
Jonas 
Judd 
Karsten 
Kearney 
Kearns · 
Keating 
Kilburn 
Kilday 
Kilgore 
King, Calif, 
Kirwan 
Knox 
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Lanham 
Latham 
Lesinskf 
Lipscomb 
McConnell 
McCormack 
McDonough 
McDowell 
McGregor 
McIntire 
Macdonald 
Mack, Ill. 
Mack, Wasb, 
Magnuson 
Mahon 
Mailliard 
Martin 
Matthews 
Meader 
Metcal! 
Miller, Calif. 
Mills 
Minshall 
Mollohan 
Moss 
Mu,mma 
Murray, DI, 
Nicholson 
O'Brien, Ill. 

Abbitt 
Alexander 
Allen, Ill. 
Andersen, 

H . Carl 
Andresen, 

AugustH. 
Andrews 
Ashmore 
Bailey 
Barden 
Baumhart 
Bell 
Bennett, Fla. 
Berry 
Betts 
Blltch 
Bonner 
Bow 
Boykin 
Brooks, La. 
Brown, Ohio 
Budge 
Burdick 
Burleson 
Burnside 
Cannon 
Chelf 
Chenoweth 
Chiperfield 
Clevenger 
Colmer 
Coon 
Cooper 
Cunningham 
Dague C 

Davis, Ga. 
Dies 
Dixon 
Dolliver 
Dowdy 

Ostertag 
Patterson 
Pelly · 
Perkins 
Poage 
Polk 
.P.riest 
Prouty 
Rabaut 
Ray 

· Reece, Tenn. 
Reuss 
Rhodes.Pa. 
Riehlman 
Rivers 
Robsion, Ky. 
Rogers, Col-0, 
Rogers, Fla. 
Rogers, .Mass, 
Roosevelt 
Sadlak 
St. George 
Seely-Brown 
Selden 
Sheehan 
-Siler 
Simpson. .Ill, 
Smith, Miss. 
Springer 

NAYS-120 

Sullivan 
Taber 
Teague, Calli', 
-Teague, Tex. 
Thompson,N. J, 
Thompson,Tex. 
Tollefson · -
Trimble 
Tumulty 
Udall 
Utt 
Vanik 
Vanzandt 
Walter 
Watts 

· Westland 
Wharton 
WidnaU 
Wigglesworth 
Williams,N. J. 
W111iams, N. Y. 
Wilson. Ind. 
Wolverton 

- Wright 
Ystes 
Young 
Younger 
Zablocki 

Elliott O'Konskl 
Ellsworth Passman 
Fjare P.!ost 
Forrester Phillips 
Fountain · Pilcher 
Frazier Poff 
Gary Rains 
Gentry Reed, N. Y. 
George Rees, Kans. 
Grant Richards 
Gross Riley 
Gubser Ro.berts 
Haley Robeson, Va. 
Harrison, Nebr. Rogers, Tex. 
Harrison, Va. Rutherford 
Henderson Schenck 
Hess Sch wengel 
Hill Scrivner 
·Hoeven. Sheppard 
Hoffman, Mich. Short 
Huddleston ·· Shuford 
Jennings Sikes · 
Jensen Sisk 
.Johansen Smith, Kans. 
John.son.Wis. Smith, Wis. 
Jones, Ala. Staggers 
Jones, Mo. Steed 
Krueger Talle 
Landrum Thomas 
Lecompte Velde 
Long Vinson 
Lovre Vorys 
Marshall Vursell 
Mason Weaver 
MillerJ Md. Whitten 
Miller, Nebr. Wler 
Murray, Tenn. WilUams, Miss, 
Natcher Willis 
Norblad Winstead 
Norrell Withrow 
O 'Hara, Ill. 

ANSWERED "PRESENT"-1 

Adair 
Addonizio 
Anfuso 
Baker 
Barrett 
Bass, N. H. 
Bass, Tenn, 
Bentley 
Bolton, 

Frances P. 
Brooks, Tex, 
Brownson 
Buckley 
Byrne, Pa. 
Canfield 
Chatham 
Christopher 
Chudoff 
Cooley 
Corbett 
Coudert· 
Cretella 
Davidson 
Davis, Tenn, 
Davis, Wis, 
Dempsey 
Denton 
Diggs 
Dodd 

Evins 

NOT VOTING-112 
Dollinger 
Donohue 
Dorn,S. C. 
Durham 
Eberharter 
Fascell 
Fino 
Fogarty 
Fulton 

· Gamble 
Garmatz 
Green, Pa. 
Gregory 
Griffiths 
Hand 
Hays, Ark. 
Healey 
Hoffman, Ill, 
Holifield 
Holtzman 
Jackson ·. 
Jones, N. C, 
Kean 
Kee 
Kelley, Pa. 
Kelly, N. Y. 
Keogh . 
King.Pa. 
Klein 

Kluczynski 
Knutson 
Laird 
Lane 
Lankford 
McCarthy 
McCulloch 
McMillan 
McVey 
Machrowicz 
Madden 
Merrow 
Miller, N. Y. 
Morano 
Morgan 
Morrison 
Moulder 
Multer 
Nelson 
O'Brien, .N. Y. 
O'Hara, .Minn. 
O'Nel\l 
Osmers 
Patman 
Philbin 
Pillion 
Powell 
Preston 
Price 

Quigley 
Radwan 
Rhodes, Ariz, 
Rodino 
Rooney 
Saylor 
Scherer 
Scott 
Scudder 

Sb.elley 
Sieminsk.t 

· Simpson, Pa, 
Smith, Va.. 
.Spence 
Taylor 
Thompson: La.. 
Thompson, 

Mich. 

So the bill was passed. 

Thomson, Wyo, 
Thornberry 
Tuck · 
Van Pelt 
Wainwright 
Wickersham 
Wilson, Calif, 
Wolcott ' 
Zelenko 

The Clerk announced the following 
pairs: 

Mr. Oooley with Mr. Simpson of Pennsyl-
vania. . · 

Mr. ' Addonizio with Mr. Taylor. 
Mr. Fascell with Mr. Hand . . 
Mr. Barrett with Mr. Adair. 
Mr. Chudoff wlth Mrs. Frances P. Bolton. 
Mr. Green of Pennsylvania with Mr. Kean. 
Mr. Byrne of Pennsylvania with. Mr. Mer-

row. 
Mr. Garm.atz with Mr. Canfield. 
Mr. Fogarty with Mr. Coodert. 
Mr. Moulder with Mr. Cretella. 
Mr. Morrison with Mr. Corbett. 
Mr. Thompson .of Louisiana with Mr. Mc• 

.Culloch. _ 
Mr. Rodino with Mr. Fulton. 
Mrs. Griffiths with Mr. Hoff map. of Illinois, 
Mrs. Knutson with Mr. J .ackson. 
Mr. Holifteld with Mr. 'Bennett of Michi

gan. 
Mr. Shelley with Mr. Wilson of California. 
Mr. -Thornberry with Mr. Miller of New 

York. 
Mr. Wickersham with Mr. Brownson. 
Mr. · McCarthy with Mr. Fino. 
Mr. Donohue wlth Mr. Baker. 
Mr. Philbin with Mr. Bass of New 'Hamp-

shire. 
Mr. O'Neil with Mr. Laird. 
Mr. Price with Miss Thompson of Michigan. 
Mr. Dodd with Mr. Van Pelt. 
Mr. Dempsey with Mr. Thomson of Wyo-

ming. 
Mr. Madden with Mr. Wainwright. 
Mr. Kelley-of Pennsylvania with Mr. Saylor. 
Mr. Rooney with Mr. Rhodes of Arizona. 
Mr. Holtzman with Mr. NelSon. 
Mr. Multer with Mr. Morano, 
Mr. Keogh with Mr. Osmers. 
Mr. Klein with Mr. Pillion. 
Mr. Buckley with Mr. Scherer. 
Mr. Anfuso · with Mr. Scott. 
Mrs. Kelly of New York with Mr. King of 

Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Healey with Mr. Wolcott. 
Mr. Dollinger with Mr. Davis of Wisconsin. 
Mr. O'Brien of New York with Mr. O'Hara. 

of Minnesota. 
Mr. Davidson with Mr. Scudder. 
Mr. Zelenko with Mr. Gamble, 
Mr. Powel~ with Mr. Mcvey. 

Mr. FOUNTAIN changed his vote from 
"yea" to "nay." 

Mr. ELLSWORTH changed his vote 
from "yea" to "nay." 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

The doors were opened. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on the 

table. 

AMENDING APPROPRIATIONS ACT 
FOR DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA., 1903 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent for the immediate 
consideration of House Concun-ent Reso
lution 256. 

The Clerk read the concurrent resolu
tion, as follows: 

.Resolved by the House of . .Representatives 
(the Senate concurring), That in the enroll
ment of the bill (H. R. 6782) to amend sec
:tlon 7 of "An .act .making appropriations to 
'provide for the government of the District 
of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 

30, 1903, and for other purposes," ,approved 
July l, 1902, as amended, the Clerk of the 
House is auth-0rized and directed to make 
the following .correction: · · 

In section 3 of the bill strike out "year." 

The· SPEAKER pro tempore.. Is· there 
objection to the present cpnsideration of 
the resolution;, 

.There was_nQ objection.. . 
The concurrent resolut,i.on was agreed 

to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on the 

table. · · 

AMENDING TITLE IX OF THE DIS
. TRICT -OF COLUMBIA REVENUE 
ACT OF 1937 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr . . Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to take from the 
Speaker's table the bill (H. R; 3693) to 
-amend title IX of the District of Colum
bia Revenue Act of 1937, as amended, 
with Senate amendments thereto, and 
concur in the Senate amendments. . 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The Clerk read the Senate amend .. 

ments, as follows: 
Page J., line 7, after "~'for" insert "a:" 
Page 3, after line 16, insert: 
"SEC. 2. The amendment to the first para

graph of section 2 of title IX of the District 
of Columbia Revenue ·Act of 1'937, set forth 
in the first sectio_n of this .act, · shall take 
.effect after the expiration of the term of 
office of the present Judge of the District o! 
:Columbia Tax Court." 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Arkansas? · 

There was no objection. 
The Senate · amendments were con.:. 

curred in. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on the 

table. · 

POLICE AND FIREMEN'S SALARY 
ACT OF 1953 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
'Unanimous· consent to take from the 
Speaker's table the bill <H. R. 7380) to 
amend the District of Columbia Police 
and Firemen's .Salary Act of 1953 to cor
rect certain inequities, with Senate 
amendments, disagree to the amend
ments of the Senate, and request a con
ference with the Senate. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (MrA 

MILLSL Is there objection to the re
quest of the gentleman from Arkansas 
[Mr. HARRIS]? [After a pause.] The 
Chairs hear none and, without objection, 
the Chair appoints the following con
ferees: Mr. DAVIS of Georgia, Mr. WIL• 
LIAMS of Mississippi, and Mr. BROYHILL. 

CONTROL OF NARCOTICS, BARBITU
RATES, AND DANGEROUS DRUGS 
Mr. HARRIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimcms consent to take from the 
Speaker's table the bill (H. R. 11320) to 
effect the control of narcotics, barbitu
rates, and dangerous drugs in the Dis
t.rict of Columbia, and for other pur
poses, with Senate amendments, disagree 
to the amendments of the Senate and 
request a .conference with the Senate. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
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- The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Arkansas? [After a pause.] The 
Chairs hear none, and, without objec
tion, appoints the fallowing conferees: 
Mr. ABERNETHY, Mr. JONES of North Car
olina, and Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. 

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. Speaker, that con
cludes the business of the District of 
Columbia for today. 

HON. ROBERT 0. SWAIN 

Mr. McGREGOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
my remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
.objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Ohio? 

There was no objection. 
· Mr . . McGREGOR. Mr. Speaker, last 
Monday evening it was the privilege of 
Congressman and Mrs. George Fallon, 
Mrs. McGregor, and myself and 50 or 60 
others to attend a very beautiful dinner 
,at; which time recognition was given to 
the untiring efforts of an individual who 
is a great American, who puts in tire
less hours in behalf of his fellow men. I 
am ref erring to one who is known to 
most all of this Congress, Robert O. 
Swain. 

Robert 0. Swain is executive director 
of International Road Federation, a posi
tio-n he has held since shortly after the 
federation was founded in 1948. He has 
been the instrument of creating much 
·good will abroad for the United States 
and the business interests he represents. 
In the same capacity, Mr. Swain has 
contributed to the welfare and economy 
of many countries, particularly in those 
'of the underdeveloped areas of the world. 

As a testimony to this, the French For
eign Minister, M. Christian Pineau and 
Mme .. Pineau, took time out of their very 
brief and crowded schedule on their visit 
to Washington recently to spend an eve
ning with Bob, as we know him, and 
Bob's friends. 

In recognition of Mr. Swain's contri
butions to the development of highways 
·and highway transportation, Mr. Pineau 
decorated him with the French Legion 
of Honor and recalled how the two of 
them had cooperated during the period 
Mr. Pineau served as a Minister of Public 
Works of France. The ceremony took 
·place at a dinner given by International 
·Road Federation in honor of the Foreign 
Minister of France at the Mayflower 
Hotel, June 19. 
· Mr. Swain is a graduate of Denison 
·university and Harvard University. For
·merly with the United States State De
partment, Mr. Swain has a rich back
ground in transportation economics and 
engineering. He participated in trans
portation programs carried out under the 
Marshall plan and was technical adviser 
to the Philippine Rehabilitation program 
and the Greek-Turkish aid program. He 
started his career with the Texas High
·way Department and subsequently was 
associated with the United States Bu
reau of Public Roads. During World 
War II he was an officer in the United 
States Corps of Engineers. 

It is not unusual for Mr. Swain to visit 
~urope · three times a year, tour the 

Western Hemisphere countrles, and at
tend several meetings as well in .various 
places around the globe in the interst 
of highway and highway transportation 
development. He and Mrs. Swain live 
at 3556 North Valley Street, Arlington. 
They have three children, the oldest, 
Anne, is a student at Stevens College. 

The International Road Federation 
has offices in Washington, London and 
Paris and affiliated national good roads 
associations in some 60 countries around 
the world. Supported by industry and 
businessmen, the federation and its affili
ates encourage the development of high
.ways and highway transportation in the 
belief that good roads are essential to 
economic and social development. The 
federation is a transport consultant to 
United Nations and a cooperating agency 
of the Organization for European Eco
nomic Cooperation and the Organiza
tion .of American States. _ 

I am sure Bob's friends join me in ex
tending congratulations and best wishes 
and assure him that it is our belief that 
he is worthy and entitled to this honor. 
We all wish to express to the French 
Foreign Minister, M. Christian Pineau 
and Mme. Pineau, our sincere thanks in 
recognizing deeds accompanied by our 
very good friend, Robert O. Swain. 

VETERANS' LEGISLATION 
Mr. DAWSON of Utah. Mr. Speaker, 

I ask unanimous consent to address the 
House for 1 minute, and to revise and 
extend my remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Utah? 

There :was no objection. 
Mr. DAWSON of· Utah. Mr. Speaker, 

tomorrow or the day after we are all go
ing to have to face the test of voting on 
an election-year veterans' pension bill. I 
have had a lot of mail on this legisla
tion-all of it urging my. support. I 
wonder, however, if the average veteran 
knows just what the passage of this bill 
would mean to him and his children. 

When it comes to veterans' legislation, 
Congress has a tendency to overlook such 
matters as cost. In the case of veterans 
disabled from wounds or diseases suf
fered in our country's defense this atti
tude is understandable. · It is under
standable, also, when dealing with legis
lation to establish benefits for the wid
ows, children, a,nd other dependents of 
men who have paid the supreme sacri
fice. To these, the Nation owes a debt 
'it can never fully repay. 

We are now spending $2.6 billion a 
year for compensation and pensions for 
veterans or their dependents. The most 
of -these funds are going to those with 
service-connected disabilities. The leg
islation we are asked to support would 
in the first year of operation result in an 
additional expenditure of $1.3 billion. 

Of this amount, more than 60 percent 
-would go to veterans with no service-con
nected disability. The cumulative cost 
of this bill by the year 2000 would be 
$148 billion-of which $129 billion would 
have been spent on pensions for men 
with no service-connected disabilities. 
In addition, this legislation creates se-
1·ious inequities. It·is inconceivable that 

we should approve this bill which would 
grant $105 per month to a nondisabled, 
90-day service veteran at the age of 65 
while the same legislation grants only 
$100 per month to a veteran who is 50 
percent disabled from war wounds re
ceived in combat. 

The legislation before us makes needed 
adjustments in the compensation and 
benefits of veterans and dependents in 
this category. If the scope of the legis
lation stopped there, I would be happy 
to support it. . Unfortunately, it does 
not. We · are being asked to vote for 
what in the long run will be the costliest 
bill ever to come before Congress. And 
we are being asked to support this-legis
lation on the grounds that it will help 
the veteran. 

The most expensive feature of the leg
islation is that section which ·in effect 
grants veterans at the age of 65 a pension 
for life. Now I am as concerned as any 
Member of Congress with . the needs of 
some of our elderly citizens. As a for
mer member of the Utah Welfare Com
m1ss1on I have · had a firsthand 
acquaintance with those needs and 
methods we are taking at a Federal and 
State level to meet them. In our abun
dant society, a person in want through 
no fault of his own is a charge against 
our society. Want is not restricted to 
the veteran. 

A vote for this pension legislation is 
a vote against every person in need who 
is not benefited. For this bill would 
forever dedicate a large proportion of 
this Government's income for the bene
fit of a single segment of our society. 
We have all been under pressure to sup
port this bill because-and I quote-"it 
win- help our veterans." This is not 
true. The average veteran today is not 
a person who happened to serve 90 days 
stateside in an Army camp 29 years ago. 
The average veteran today is a man with 
a family, with a home and a mortgage, 
who is confronted annually with a tre
mendous tax bill. Are we going to pass 
election-year legislation that will pre
clude our ever lowering this tax bill that 
is so oppressive? That is what this leg
islation will do. 

America's veterans fought to preserve 
a principle. They fought to preserve our 
classless society-a society that has 
brought us an abundance unequaled in 
history. They did not fight to set them
selves up as a special class of American 
citizens who because of their service to 
the Nation can-simply because of that 
service-demand special treatment. 

Many of the letters I have received 
on this legislation make mention of our 
foreign-aid appro_priation. There is only 
one relationship between foreign aid and 
veterans'. pensions. I voted for foreign 
aid', after it was reduced by the House, 
because I believe that this expenditure 
of funds is necessary to preserve the 
peace and prevent this Nation from 
again experiencing the tragedy of war 
with its aftermath of wounded, widows, 
and orphans. 

We now have a wonderful veterans' 
program. This program, however, needs 
improving. Many of our vet'erans' hos
pitals need repairs. Some need replac
ing. Let us more adequately take care 
of the program we now have. Let us 
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not launch a -new and 1expanded pension 
·program that will ·saddle us all-veteran 
and nonveteran alike-wi-th financial ·ob .. 
ligations we cannot meet. 

SIXTH ANNUAL NATIONAL CATH .. 
OLIC YOUTH WEE!< . 

Mr. MACDONALD. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent to address· the 
House for 1 minute and to revise and 
extend· my remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Massachusetts? -

There was no objection. 
·Mr. MACDONALD. · Mr. Speaker, I 

want to take this opportunity to remind 
my colleagues in the House that 7 million 
Catholic youth from all over. the United 
States will observe the sixth annual Na
tional Catholic Youth Week this year, 
from October 28 through November 4. 
Youth week is sponsored by the National 
Council of Catholic Youth under the 
aegis of Msgr. Joseph E. Schieder, the 
director of the Catholic Youth in the 
United States. 'The theme of this year's 
celebration is Trust in· Youth. 
. President Eisenhower, and many Gov .. 

· ernors and mayors throughout the coun
try have issued special messages marking 
the event. 

Youth Week is one of the largest single 
youth activities in this country and in
cludes participation of hundreds of 
schools, colleges and universities, and 
many local and national youth groups
as well as millions of working youth. · All 
over the United· States and in military 
installations overseas, Youth Week is 
celebrated with a diversified program of 
events: TV and radio programs, religious 
exercises, lectures and concerts, jam-

. borees, parades, award dinners, athletic 
events, and social affairs. 

Mr. Speaker, the week is a ·great tribute 
to the future citizens of the country, 
spotlighting as it does their purposeful
ness, talents, and level-headedness. All 
·over the country our young people will 
be made . better, stronger, and happier, 
by seeing that their qualities and capac
ity for good are realized; by being made 
to .feel that the country and the world 
are depending on them to build us a 

. future . of honor, justice, and peace. · In 
these times when so much undue em .. 
phasis is placed on the problem of juve
nile delinquency, Youth Week offers 
assurance to the people of the United 
States that the future of the country is 
secure. Its theme "Trust in Youth" 
should be edifying and inspiring to both 
youth and adults alike. 

public in · 1919 ·after the peo·p1e 0f that 
· country asserted thei:r independence. 
Their action was taken according· to the 
principle of national self-determination 

· embodied in the famous 14 points of that 
great Democratic President, Woodrow 
Wilson. · · 

Since 1956 .is also the 100th anniver .. 
sary of the birth of Woodrow Wilson, it 

· is entirely fitting and proper that these 
two great patriots be jointly honored on 
the 15th anniversary of the death of a 
man · who, like Wilson, believed in the 
democratic form of government-Ignace 

· Jan Paderewski. · 
This great Polish composer, statesman 

. and patriot was born in the year 1860 in 
· Poland in the province of Podolia, then 
occupied by Russia. He was raised on 

· his father's farm where his musical tal
ent was discovered, and where he re
ceived his early instruction in music. 
His father had been imprisoned in Si
beria. At the age of 12, Ignace went 
to Warsaw to live. There, in addition 
to furthering his musical education, he 
also became dedicated to the freedom of 

. his country. 
Even as he was gaining world acclaim 

· as an artist and a composer, the freedom 
of his country became more important 
to him than his career. After an im
mensely successful tour of various Euro .. 
pean cities, he made his first American 
appearance at a recital in New York 
City in 1891. In 1902, his opera "Manru'' 

· was produced by the Metropolitan Opera 
Co. During the First World War, he 
gave hundreds of concerts to aid Polish 
war .sufferers. 

-Through his close friend Col. E. M. 
House, Paderewski met President Wilson 
in whom he found a friend most sympa
thetic to the Polish cause. Their long 
association and consultations resulted in 
the independence of Poland. 

Paderewski gave up his musical career 
in 1919 and returned to Poland, becom
ing the first Premier of the Polish Re
public. When Poland lost her independ
ence again at the start of the Second 
World War, he refused to play concerts 
in public. In 1940, he became President 
of the exiled Parliament. He died on 
June 30, 1941, in the city of New York. 

THE SUPREME COURT 
Mr. MATTHEWS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
my remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Florida? 

There was no objection. ,, 
IGNA9E JAN PA~EREWSKI Mr. MATTHEWS. Mr. Speaker; I 

have today introduced a concurrent reso
Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. Speaker, I ask lution which states the following: 

unanimous consent to address the House Whereas the Supreme court of the United 
· for 1 minute and to revise and extend states . is - the high~st court in the Federal 

my remarks. Judicial system; and . 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there Whereas the Chief Justice of the United 

objection to the request of the gentleman States and the Associate Justices of the Su-
from Pennsylvania? preme Court are entitled to be held in the 

.There was no objection. greatest respect by the people of the United 
Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. Speaker, June 30, · 

st
:~~~;:,d it is o! . paramount importance 

1956, marks the 15th ~nnivei:sary of .the that the Chief Justice of ·the United states 
death of Ignace Jan Paderewski, world . ~nd, the Associate Justices of the Supreme 
renowned composer and pianis.t. He be- Court conduct themselves in accordance . 
came the µrst Premier .of the Polish Re.. wit~ t:µe strictest standards of iµipartiality 

· and objectivity,- :free frolil partisan political 
.activity or bias: Therefore be it 

Resolved {?Y the House of Representatives 
(the Senate concurring), That it is the s.ense 
of Congress that no person shoul(\ beco1;1e. a 
candidate for election to any Federal office 
while serving ~ the Chief Justice of the 
United States, · or as an Associate Justice of 
the Supreme Court, or at any time within 
2 years after the date of his resignation or 
retirement from such service; and that . it .is 
also the sense of Congress that the Chief 
Justice of the United States and the Asso
ciate Justices of the Supreme Court should 
be guided in their political activities and 

· attitudes toward political affairs by stand
. ards at least as strict as those established 
for officers and .employees of the . executive 
branch of the Federal Government in section 
9 (a) of the act entitled "An act to prevent 

· pernicious political activities," approved Au
gust 2, 1939, as amended (5 U. S. C., sec. 
1181 (a)), known as the Hatch Act. · 

Mr. Speaker, ·r realize that should this 
resolution pass it will not have; of .course, 

. .the effect. <;>f law, but will merely serye, I 
think, as a deterrent to any thought on 
the part of the Justices of the Supreme 
Court to seek political office while they 
are serving on the Supreme Court, or at 
any time within 2 years after the date 
of a particular Justice's resignation or 
retirement from the Supreme Court. 

I am sure that all of us realize that 
the highest court of the land should be 
objective in its decisions. To insure jus
tice and objective decisions, we have set 
the salary of the Chief Justice at $35,500 
a year, and the Associate Justices receive 
$35,000 a year. As we know, the mem
bers of the Court hold office during good 
behavior, and may retire after 10 years 
on the Court at age 70 with full pay. 
There is thus a guaranty of security 

: which should render it unnecessary for 
any member of the Court to worry about 
his future. 

Mr. Speaker, I can remember through 
. the years when various members of the 
Court have talked like political candi
dates. There are at the present time 
one or more members of the Court who 
have been mentioned prominently as 
possibilities for running for the Presi
dency of the United States. I do not 
know that any member of the Supreme 
Court has the ambition. I do know, how
ever, that it is a dangerous thing if, 
while serving actively on the Court, a 
member harbors such an ambition. I 
believe we should arouse a sentiment in 
this country that would make it impos
sible for a Justice of the Supreme Court 

. to run for any office in the land, whether 
that Justice be a Republican or a Demo
crat. No matter how high the motives 
of any individual Justice, I do not like 
to see him placed in a position of temp
tation. Certainly Justices who must be 
in a position to render objective opinions 
should not challenge the motives of. my 
resolution. . . 

I should like to point out, Mr. Speaker, 
that the members of the Supreme Court 
are human beings and the history of the 
decisions of the Court will record, I 
think, that their decisions are after all 
those of human beings, and these deci
sions are subject to changes as vacan
cies on the Court are filled. In 1869 the 
Supreme Court. was increased to nine 
Justices. Before President Grant could 
fill the vacancies, the then seven-man 
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Court ruled that paper money was not 
legal tender in payment of deqts. Presi
dent Grant added the new Justices and 
that decision was overturned and paper 
money was accepted as legal tender. 
That example shows how changes in the 
Court can change decisions and ·it also 
emphasizes that those decisions are 
human. · A more recent example, of 
·course, is the Supreme CDurt's decision 
on segregation. We all remember, sir, 
that for 60 years the separate but equal 
doctrine was the law of the land. Who 
can tell but that some day in the not
too-distant future a change in the com
position of the Court may affect a change 
in that decision? What I am emphasiz
ing again, Mr. Speaker, is the fact that 
the members of the Supreme Court are, 
after all, human beings, and I want by 
means of this resolution to remove from 
them any thought of ever running for 
political office while they are serving on 
the Supreme Court bench or within '2 
years after their retirement. 

I certainly hope the appropriate com
mittee of the House will give this resolu
tion an immediate hearing. 

NET INCOME OF SELF-EMPLOYED 
FARMERS 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
my remarks. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Iowa? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. Speaker, I have 

just introduced a bill, H. R. 11909, which 
will be of great benefit to farmers seek
ing the protection of the social security 
system. 

Under existing law a self-employed 
farmer who computes his income on the 
cash receipts and disbursements method 
may deem 50 percent of his gross income 
from farming to be his net earnings from 
self-employment attributable to farm
ing, provided such gross income is not 
more than $1,800. If the gross income 
from farming is more than $1,800 and 
the net earnings from self-employment 
as computed under the provisions of sec
tion 210 (a) of the Social Security Act 
are less than $900, such net earnings, 
at his option, may be deemed to be $900. 
For this purpose, "gross income" is the 
excess of gross receipts from farming 
over the cost or other basis of property 
which was purchased and sold in carry
ing on such trade or business, adjusted 
5.n accordance with the provisions of 
paragraphs < 1) through < 7) -to the ex
tent applicable-of section 211 (a) of 
the act. 

My bill changes the optional method 
of computing net earnings from farm 
self-employment, and extends the option 
to self-employed farmers who report in
come on the accrual method and to 
members of farm partnerships. Under 
the bill a farmer whose gross income 
from farming operations is not more 
than $1,200, may, at his option, deem 
such gross income to be his net earnings 
from self-employment; and if his gross 
income from farming is more than 

$1,200 and hjs net earnings from self.
employment . from farming operations-r
computed under the provisions of sec
tion 211 (a) without regard to the op
tional method of computing net earn
ings from -self-employment-are less 
than $1,200, he may, at his option, deem 
his net earnings from self-employment 
to be $1,200. 

In the case of a member of a farm 
partnership whose distributive share of 
the gross income of the partnershiP
after the grnss income of the partnership 
has been reduced by the sum of all pay
ments made by the partnership to mem
bers thereof which constitute guaranteed 
payments within the meaning of section 
707 (c) of the Internal Revenue Code 
of 1954-is not more than $1,200, the 
partner may, at bis option, deem such 
distributive share of the gross income of 
the partnership to be his distributive 
share of income described in section 702 
(a) (9) of the Internal Revenue Code of 
1954 derived from the partnership, and 
may use such figure in computing his 
net earnings from self-employment. If 
the partner's distributive share of the 
gross income of a farm partnership, com
puted as provided in the preceding sen
tence, is more than $1,200 and his dis
tributive share-whether or not distrib
uted-of income described in section 702 
(a) (9) of such code derived from such 
farm partnershiP-Computed under sec
tion· 211 (a) of the act without regard to 
the optional method provided in · that 
section for computing net earnings from 
self-employment-is less than $1,200, the 
distributive share of income described 
in section 702 (a) (9) of such code de
rived from such farm partnership may, 
at his option, be deemed to be .$1,200 for 
purposes of computing his net earnings 
from self-employment. 

My bill further amends section 211 (a) 
of the act to provide, for purposes of com
puting net earnings from self-employ
ment under the optional method, that in 
any case in which the income is com
puted under an accrual method, the term 
"gross income"·means gross income from 
the trade or business carried on by the 
individual or by the partnership, 
adjusted in accordance with the pro
visions of paragraphs (1) through (7) of 
section 211 (a) of the act. The amend
ment further provides that for purposes 
of determining whether an individual
including a member of a partnershiP
has gross income from farming opera
tions of not more than $1,200 or has 
gross income from such operations of 
$1,200 or more, such individual shall 
aggregate his gross income derived from 
all farming activities carried on by him 
as a sole proprietor any payment which 
he receives from a farm partnership of 
which he is a member and which is a 
guaranteed payment within the mean
ing of section 707 (e) of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1954, and his distribu
tive share of the gross income of each 
farm partnership of which he is a mem
ber-computed in accordance with the 
provisions of section 211 (a) of the act 
as amended by section 105 (a) of the 
bill. 
· The provisions of my bill apply with 
respect to taxable years ending after 
1956. 

SPECIAL ORDER GR_ANTED 
The SPRAKER pro tempore (Mr. 

MILLS). Un-der previous order of the 
House, the gentlewoman from Massachu
setts [Mrs. ROGERS] is recognized for 5 
minutes. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the time granted me today be vacated 
and that I may have the same order fol' 
tomorrow. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection? -

There was -no objection. 

LEA VE OF ABSENCE 
By unanimous consent, leave of ab

sence was granted to Mr. SAYLOR (at the 
request of Mr. GAVIN) for balance of 
the week, on account of illness. 

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED 
'By unanimous consent, permission to 

address the House following the legisla
tive program and any special orders 
heretofore entered, was granted to: 

Mr. HESELTON., on Wednesday, Thurs
day, and Friday of this week, for 20 
minutes on each day. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts, for 5 
minutes, today. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
By unanimous consent, permission to 

extend remarks in the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD, or to revise and extend remarks, 
was granted to: 

Mr. HILLINGS (at the request of Mr. 
MARTIN) and to include extraneous 
matter. 

Mr. Bow in three instances and to in
clude extraneous matter. 

Mr. CooN and to include extraneous 
matter. 

Mr. THOMPSON of New Jersey in two in
stances and to include extraneous mat
ter. 

Mr. MULTER (at the request of Mr. 
McCORMACK) and to include extraneous 
matter. 

Mr. PATTERSON in two instances and 
include extraneous matter. 

Mr. RHODES of Pennsylvania and in
clude extraneous matter. 

Mr. MACK of Washington and include 
extraneous matter. 

.ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 
Mr. BURLESON, from the Committee 

on House Administration, reported that 
that committee had examined and found 
truly enrolled bills of the House of the' 
following titles, which were thereupon 
signed by the Speaker: 

H. R. 101. An act relating to the .,i.dminis
tration by the Secretary of the Interior of 
section 9, subsections (d) and (e), of the 
Reclamation Project Act of 1939; 

H. R. 5590. An act to amend the act en
titled "An act to recognize the high public 
service rendered by Maj. Walter Reed and 
those -associated with him in the discovery 
of the cause and means of transmission of 
yellow fever," approved February 28, 1929, 
by including therein the name of Gustaf E. 
Lambert; 
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H. R. 5790. An act relating to the applica

tion in the Territory of Hawaii of the Federal 
Aid in Wildlife Restoration Act and the Fed
eral Aid in Fish Restoration Act; 

H. R. 8493. An act to exempt from taxa
tion certain property of the General Federa
tion of Women's Clubs, Inc., in the District of 
Columbia; 

H. R. 9582. An act to provide for the de
layed reporting of births within the District 
of Columbia; 

H. R. 9671. An act to provide for the con
veyance of certain property of the United 
States in the village of Carey, Ohio; 

H. R. 10374. An act to amend the act to 
incorporate the Oak Hill Cemetery, in the 
District of Columbia; 

H. R. 10768. An act to amend section 5 of 
the Act of August 7, 1946, entitled "An act 
for the retirement of public-school teachers 
in the District of Columbia," as amended; 
and 

H. R. 11473. An act making appropriations 
for the legislative branch for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1957, and for other purposes. 

SENATE ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 
The SPEAKER announced his signa

ture to enrolled bills of the Senate of 
the following titles: 

S. 1614. An act to amend the act entitled 
"An act to fix a reasonable definition and 
standard of identity of certain dry milk 
solids," title 21, United States Code, sec-
tion 321c; · 

S. 2771. An act to authorize the Secretary 
of Defense to lend certain Army, Navy, and 
Air Force equipment an~ provide certain 
services to the Boy Scouts of America for 
use at the Fourth National Jamboree of the 
Boy Scouts of America, and for other pur
poses. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED 
Bills of the Senate of the following 

titles were taken from the Speaker's 
table and, under the rule, referred as 
follows: · 

S. 2654. An act to authorize the Admin
istrator of General Services to convey certain 
lands in the State of Wyoming to the city 
of Cheyenne, Wyo.; to the Committee on 
Government Operations. 

S. 3042. An act to amend section 27 of the 
Mineral Leasing Act of February 25, 1920, as 
amended (30 U. S. C., sec. 184), in order to 
promote the development of phosphate on 
the public domain; to the Committee on 
Interior and Insular Affairs. 

S. 3467. An act to authorize the conveyance 
of tribal lands from the Shoshone Indian 
Tribe and the Arapahoe Indian Tribe of the 
Wind River Reservation in Wyoming to the 
United States; to the Committee on Interior 
and Insular Affairs. 

S. 3512. An act to permit desert land en
tries on disconnected _ tracts of lands which, 
in the case of any one entryman, form a 
compact unit and do not exceed in the aggre
gate 320 acres; to the Committee on In
terior and Insular Affairs. 

BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS 
PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT 
Mr. BURLESON, from the Committee 

on House Administration, reported that 
that committee did on the following 
dates present to the President, for his 
approval, bills and joint resolutions of 
the House of the following titles: 

On June 21, 1956: 
H. R. 2106. An act to provide that the 

enlistment contracts or periods of obligated 
service of members of the Armed Forces shall 

not terminate by reason of appointment as 
cadets or midshipmen at the Military, Naval, 
Air Force, or Coast Guard Academies, or as 
midshipmen in the Naval Reserve, and for 
other purposes; 

H. R. 10060. An act to amend the District 
of Columbia Police and Firemen's Salary Act 
of 1953, as amended; 

H.J. Res. 533. Joint resolution to facilitate 
the admission into the United States of cer
tain aliens; 

H.J. Res. 534. Joint resolution to waive 
certain provisions of the Immigration and 
Nationality Act in behalf of certain aliens; 

H.J. Res. 535. Joint resolution for the relief 
of certain aliens; 

H. J. Res. 553. Joint resolution waiving 
certain subsections of section 212 (a) of the 
Immigration and Nationality Act in behalf 
of certain aliens, Bnd for other purposes; 

H.J. Res. 554. Joint resolution for the re
lief of certain aliens; 

H.J. Res. 555. Joint resolution to facilitate 
the admission into the United States of cer
tain ali_ens; and 

H.J. Res. 566. Joint resolution to waive 
certain provisions of section 212 (a) of the 
Immigration and Nationality Act in behalf 
of certain aliens. 

On June 22, 1956: 
H. R. 9739. An act making appropriations 

for sundry independent executive bureaus, 
boards, commissions, corporations, agencies, 
and offices, for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1957, and for other purposes, 

ADJOURNMENT 
Mr. COOPER. Mr. Speaker, I move 

that the House do now adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; accordingly 

(at 1 o'clock and 53 minutes p. m.) the 
House adjourned until tomorrow, Tues
day, June 26, 1956, at 12 o'clock noon. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker's table and referred as follows: 

2006. A letter from the Secretary of the 
Air Force, transmitting a draft of proposed 
legislation entitled "A bill to amend the act 
of June 21, 1950, relating to the appointment 
of boards of medical officers"; to the Com
mittee on Armed Services. 

2007. A letter from the president, Board of 
Commissioners, District of Columbia, trans
mitting a draft of proposed legislation en
titled "A bill to provide for the maintenance 
of public order and the protection of life 
and property in connection with the Presi
dential inaugural ceremonies"; to the Com
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

2008. A letter from the Acting Archivist of 
the United States, transmitting a report on 
records proposed for disposal and lists or 
schedules covering records proposed for dis
posal by certain Government agencies, pur
suant to the act approved July 7, 1943 (57 
Stat. 380), as amended by the act approved 
July 6, 1945 (59 Stat. 434); to the Commit
tee on House Administration. 

2009. A letter from the secretary, National 
Trust for Historic Pres~rvi,1,tion, transmitting 
a report by the National Trust for Historic 
Preservation in the United States for the cal
endar year 1955, pursuant to section 6 ·of 
Public Law 408, 81st Congress; to the Com
mittee on Interior and Insular Affairs. 

2010. · A letter from the Secretary of the 
Interior, transmitting a report on the ac
tivities of, expenditures by, and donations 
to, the Lignite Research Laboratory, Grand 
Forks, N. Dak., for the calendar year 1955, 
pursuant to the act of March 25, 1948 ( 62 

Stat. 85); to the Committee on Interior and 
Insular Affairs. 

2011. · A letter from the Assistant Secre
tary of the Interior, transmitting a proposed 
concession contract with the Lake McDonald 
Boat Co., which, when executed by the super
intendent, Glacier National Park, Mont., will 
authorize it to provide boat transportation 
and rental service on Lake McDonald and 
St. Mary Lake in Glacier National Park for 
a period of from 2 to 5 years from January 1, 
1957, depending on the facilities installed by 
the concessioner, pursuant to :the act of 
July 31, 1953 (67 Stat. 271); to the Com
mittee on Interior and Insular Affairs. 

2012. A letter from the Director, Admin
istrative Office of the United States Courts, 
transmitting a draft of proposed legislation 

· entitled "A bill to authorize the Judicial 
Conference of the United States to promul
gate minimum standards of qualifications 
for probation officers"; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

2013. A letter from the Commissioner, 
Immigration and Naturalization Service, 
United States Department of Justice, trans
mitting additional information relative to 
the case of Todrys Wallach, A-7988112, in
volving the provisions of section 6 of the 
Refugee Relief Act of 1953, .and requesting 
that it be withdrawn from those before the 
Congress and returned to the jurisdiction of 
this Service; to the Committee on the Ju• 
diciary. 

2014. A letter from the Secretary of the 
Army, transmitting a letter from the Chief 
of Engineers, Department of the United 
States Army, dated April 30, 1956, submitting 
an interim report, together with accompany
ing papers and illustrations, on a survey of 
Minnesota River at Mankato and North Man
kato, Minn. This report is submitted in 
partial response to the authority contained 
in the Flood Control Act of June 22, 1936, 
for a preliminary examination and survey of 
Minnesota River, Minn: (H. Doc. No. 437); 
to the Committee on Public Works and or
dered to be printed with two illustrations. 

2015. A letter from the Secretary of the 
Army, transmitting a draft of proposed legis
lation entitled "A bill to amend section 5 of 
the Flood Control Act of August 18, 1941, as 
amended, pertaining to emergency flood
control work"; to the Committee on Public 
Works. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUB
LIC BILL.5 AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports 
of committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows:' 

Mr. CANNON: Committee of conference. 
H. R. 11319. A bill making appropriations 
for the Tennessee Valley Authority, certain 
agencies of the Department of the Interior, 
and civil functions administered by the De
partment of the Army, for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1957, and for other pur
poses (Rept. No. 2413). Ordered to be 
printed. 

Mr. FOGARTY: Committee of conference. 
H. R. 9720. A bill making appropriations 
fo1'.the Department of Labor, Health, Edu
cation, and Welfare, and related agencies, 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1957, and 
for other purposes (Rept. No. 2414). Or
dered to be printed. 

Mr. ALEXANDER: Committee on Post 
Office and Civil Service. H. R. 4938. A bill 
relating ·to contracts for the conduct of con
tract postal stations; with amendment 
(Rept. No. 2416). Referred to the Commit
tee of the Whole House on the State of the 
Union. 

Mr. WILLIS: Committee on the Judiciary. 
H. R. 10263. A bill to amend title 17, United 
States Code, entitled "Copyrights," with re
spect to certain fees; without amendment 
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(Rept. No. 2417). Referred to the Commit
tee of the Whole House on the State of the 
Union. 
· Mr. HARRIS: Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. H. R . 9065. A bill to 
amend the Railroad Retirement Act of 1937 
to provide increases in benefits, and for other 
purposes; with amendment (Rept. No. 2418). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the State of the Union. 

Mr. WILLIS: Committee on the Judiciary. 
H. R. 781. A bill to amend title 17 of the 
United States Code entitled "Copyrights" to 
provide for a statute of limitations with re
spect to civil actions; with amendment 
(Rept. No. 2419). Referred to the Commit
tee of the Whole House on the State of the 
Union. 

Mr. WILLIS: Committee on the Judiciary. 
H. R. 6870. A bill to amend the Federal Pro
bation Act to make it applicable to the 
United States District Court for the District 
of Columbia; without amendment (Rept. No. 
2420). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the State of the Union. 
. Mr. ALEXANDER: Committee on Post Of
fice and Civil Service. S. 1871. An act to 
amend the act entitled "An act to re-imburse 
the Post Office Department for the trans
mission of official Government-mail matter", 
approved August 15, 1953 (67 Stat. 614), and 
for other purposes; with amendment (Rept. 
No. 2421). Referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the State of the Union. 

Mr . .JONES of Alabama: Committee on 
Public Works. S. 3866. An act to facilitate 
the making of lease-purchase agreements 
by the Administrator of General Servic~s 
under the Public Buildings Act of 1949, as 
amended, and by the Postmaster General 
under the Post Office Department Property 
Act of 1954, and for other purposes; with
out amendment (Rept. No. 2422). Referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
State of the Union. 

Mr. CARNAHAN: Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. Senate Joint Resolution 178. Joint 
resolution to authorize an appropriation to 
provide for certain costs of United States 
participation in the International Bureau for 
the Publication of customs Tariffs; without 
amendment (Rept. No. 2423). · Referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the 
State of the Union. 

Mr. ROGERS of Texas: Committee on In
terstate and Foreign Comm~rce. S. 2.913. 
An act to extend for 2 years the Advisory 
Committee on Weather Control; without 
amendment (Rept. No. 2424). Referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the 
State of the -Union. 

Mr. HARRIS: Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. S. 898. An act to 
amend the Interstate Commerce Act, with 
respect to the authority of the Interstate 
Commerce Commission to regulate the use 
by motor carriers (under leases, contracts, 
or other arrangements) of motor ,vehicles 
not owned by them, in the furnishing of 
transportation of property; with amendment 
(Rept. No. 2425). Referred to the Commit
tee of the Whole House on the State of the 
Unlon. 

Mr. BLATNIK: Committee on Public 
Works. H. R. 7130. A bill to provide th~t 
lock and dam No. 17 on the Black Warrior 
River, Ala., shall hereafter be known and 
designated as the John Hollis Bankhead Lock 
and Dam; without amendment (Rept. No. 
2426) . Referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. WILLIS: Comm1.ttee on the Judiciary. 
H . R. 6403. A bill to amend title 18, entitled 
"Crimes and Criminal Procedure," of the 
United States Code, to provide a . crimin_al 
sanction for the embezzlement or theft of 
the property of Indian tribal organizations; 
with an amendment (Rept. No. 2427). Re
ferred to the House Calendar~ 

Mr. WILLIS: Committee on the Judiciary. 
H. R. 6805. A bill to prohibit in any lawsuit 
or action for damages the use and admission 
as evidence of investigations by the military 

departments of aircraft accidents conducted 
in the interest of air safety; with amendment 
(Rept. No. 2428). Referred to the House 
Calendar. 

Mr. BLATNIK: Committee on Public 
Works. S. 2712. An act to authorize the 
charging of tolls for transit over the Manette 
Bridge in Bremerton, Wash.; without amend
ment (Rept. No. 2429). Referred to the 
House Calendar. 

Mr. JARMAN: Committee on Foreign Af
fairs. S. 3527. An act authorizing the State 
Highway Commission of the State of Maine 
to construct, maintain, and · operate a free 
highway bridge between Lubec, Maine, and 
Campobello Island, New Brunswick, Canada; 
without amendment ~Rept. No. 2430). Re
ferred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. DEMPSEY: Joint Committee on 
Atomic Energy. H. R. 11926. A bill to amend 
the Atomic Energy Act of 1954, to permit the 
negotiation of commercial leases at atomic 
energy communities and for other purposes; 
without amendment (Re_pt. No. 2431). Re
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the State of the Union. 

Mr. SMITH of Virginia: Committee on 
Rules. House Resolution 554. Resolution for 
consideration of H. R. 7535, a bill to author
ize Federal assistance to the States and local 
communities in financing an expanded pro
gram of school construction so as to elimi
nate the national shortage of classrooms; 
without amendment (Rept. No. 2432). Re
ferred to the House Calendar4 

Mr. ROGERS of Colorado: Committee on 
the Judiciary. H. R. 11743. A bill to pro
vide for the appointment of .additional cir
cuit and district judges, and fo:r other pur
poses; without amendment (Rept. No. 2433). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the State of Union. 

Mr. VINSON: Committee on .Armed Serv
ices. H. R. 11878. A bill to extend the date 
upon which the Rubber Disposal Commis
sion will terminate; without amendment · 
(Rept. No. 2434). Referred to the Commit
tee of the Whole House on tl1e State of the 
Union. 

Mr. McMILLAN: Committee on the Dis
trict of Columbia. S. 3295. An act to 
amend the act of April 28, 1953, relating to 
daylight-saving time in the District of Co
lumbia; without amendment (Rept. No. 
2435) . Ref erred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. FALLON: Committee of conference. 
H. R. 10660. A bill to amend and supplement 
the Federal-Aid Road Act approved July 11, 
1916, to authorize appropriations for con-

- tinuing the construction of highways; to 
amend the Internal Revenue Code of 1954 to 
provide additional revenue from the taxes on 
motor fuel, tires, and trucks and buses; and 
for other purposes (Rept. No. 2436). Ordered 
to be printed. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRI
VATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 

committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. McMILLAN: Committee on the Dis
trict of Columbia. S. 3663. An act to 
exempt from taxation certain property of 
the Columbia Historical Society in the Dis
trict of Columbia; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 2416). Referred to the Commit
tee of the Whole House. 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 4 of rule XXII, public 

bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally referred as follows: 

By~.ANFpSO: _ 
H. R. 11905. A -bill to amend section 416 of 

the Agricultural Act of 1949, with respect to 

donation of food cummodities to Foreign 
relief agencies; to the Committee on Agri
culture. 

By Mr. BAKER: 
H. R. 11906. A 'bill making unlawful the 

requirement for the payment of a poll tax 
as a prerequisite to voting in a primary or 
other election for national officers; to the 
Committee on House Administration. 

By Mr. CELLER: 
H. R . 11907. A bill to amend title 28, United 

States Code, with respect to fees of United 
States marshals; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

H. R. 11908. A bill to amend section 544 of 
title 28, United States Code, relating to the 
bonds of United States marshals; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: 
H. R. 11909. A bill relating to the compu

tation of self-employment income by farm 
operators; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

By Mr. HARRIS: 
H. R. 11910. A bill to authorize adjustment, 

in the public interest, of rentals under leases 
entered into for the provision of commercial 
recreation facilities at the Lake Greeson. 
Reservoir, Narrows Dam; to the Committee 
on Public Works. 

. By Mr. H!LLINGS: 
H. R. 11911. A bill to authorize negotia

tions wit~ respect to a compact to provide 
for a definition or relocation of the common 
boundary between Arizona and California, 
and for the appointment by the President 
of a Federal representative to the compact 
negotiations; to the Committee on the Judi
ciary. 

By Mr. HINSHAW: 
H . R. 11912. A bill to provide for off-street 

parking facilities for employees of United 
States post offices, situated in congested 
areas; to the Committee on Post Office and 
Civil Service. 

By Mr. HUDDLESTON: 
H. R. 11913. A bill to amend Veterans Reg

ulation No. 9 (a) to provide for payment of 
the burial allowance in certain cases where 
funeral expenses are met in whole or in 
part by a burial association; to the Commit
tee on Veterans' Affairs. 

By Mr. McDOWELL: 
H. R. 11914. A bill to provide for a pre

liminary examination and survey of the Lit
tle River from Little Creek Landing to its 
entrance to the Delaware Bay, for naviga
tion and flood control; to the Committee 
on Public Works. 

By Mr. McDOWELL (by request) : 
H. R. 11915. A bill to amend section 1 of 

the Civil Service Retirement Act of May 29, 
1930; to the Committee on Post Office and 
Civil Service. 

By Mr. METCALF: 
H. R. 11916. A bill to provide for a display 

pasture for the bison herd on the Montana 
National Bison Range in the State of Mon
tana, and for other purposes; to the Com
mittee on Interior and Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. MILLS: 
H . R.11917. A bill to provide for the tax 

·treatment for certain taxpayers who changed 
from the retirement to the straight-line 
method of computing depreciation with r-e
spect to certain kinds of property; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. POFF: 
H. R. 11918. A bill to provide for the trans

fer to the Yorktown Battlefield Area, Colonial 
National Historical Park, Va., certain howitz
ers surrendered by the British at Yorktown, 
to the Committee on Armed Services. 

By Mr. REUSS: 
H . R. 11919. A bill providing foi" price re

porting and research with respect to forest 
products; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. ROGERS of Florida: 
H. R. 1.1920. A bill .relating~ to the compu

tation o.f the retirement-income credit and 
certain other items where Joint income-tax 
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returns are filed by husband and wife; to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ROOSEVELT: 
H. R. 11921. A bill to provide that persons 

discharged from tbe Armed Forces who are 
proffered discharges other thah honorabl.e 
may reject such discharges and receive a 
court martial, orf if not court martialed, shall 
be given honorable discharges; to provide for 
correction of records in the case of certain 
persons not given honorable discharges in 
the past; and for other purposes; to the Com
mittee on Armed Services. 

By Mr. SMITH of Virginia: 
H. R. 11922. A bill to amend the Alcoholic 

Beverage Control Act of the District of Co-
1 umbia of 1934, as amended; to the Commit
tee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. THOMPSON of New Jersey: 
H. R. 11923. A bill to provide for the con

ferring of an award to be known as the 
Medal for Distinguished Civilian Achieve
ment; to the Committee on Education and 
Labor. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of New Jersey: 
H. R. 11924. A bill to establish a Federal 

Recreation Service in the Department of 
Health, Education, and Welfare, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Educa
tion and Labor. 

By Mr. WILSON of California: 
H. R. 11925. A bill to provide that in deter

mining the amount of retired pay, retirement 
pay, or retainer pay payable to any enlisted 
;man, all service shall be counted which 
would have been counted for the same pur
poses if he were a commissioned officer; to 
the Committee on Armed Services. 

By Mr. DEMPSEY: 
H. R. 11926. A bill to amend the Atomi.c 

Energy Act of 1954, to permit the negotiation 
of commercial leases at atomic energy com.: 
munities, and for other purposes. 

By Mr. DORN of New York: 
H. R. 11927. A bill to provide coverage un

der the old-age and survivors insurance sys
tem, as self-employed individuals, for certain 
employees of States and political subdivisions 
who are not covered under such system by 
State agreement; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. HALEY (by request): 
H. R. 11928. A bill to amend section 3 of 

the act of May 19, 1947 (ch. 80, 61 Stat. 102), 
as amended, for the purpose of extending the 
time in which payments are to be made to 
members of the Shoshone Tribe and the 
Arapahoe _ Tribe of the Wind River Reserva
tion in Wyoming, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Interior and Insular 
Affairs. 

By Mr. PROUTY: 
H. R. 1192Q. A bill to provide for the estab

lishment of a Veterans' Administration 
domiciliary facility in the State of Vermont; 
to the Committee on Veterans' Affairs. 

By Mr. CELLER: 
H.J. Res. 653. Joint resolution to extend 

the time for the submission of the final re·
port of the Commission on Government Se
curity, and for other purposes; to the Com
mittee_ on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MCDOWELL: 
H.J. Res. 654. Joint resolution to establish 

a joint congressional committee to be known 
as the Joint Committee on Expanded College 
Educational Facilities and Programs in the 
United States; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. WALTER: 
H.J. Res. 655. Joint resolution to extend 

the time for the submission of the final re
port of the Commission on Government Se
curity, and for_ other purposes; to the Com
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of New Jersey: 
H.J. Res. 656. Joint resolution to change 

the name of Bedloe's Island in New York 
Harbor.to Welcome Island; to the Committee 
on Interior and Insular Aff~irs. 

CII--667 

H.J. Res. 657. Joint resolution approving 
the relinquishment of the consular jurisdic
tion of the United States in Morocco; to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. MATTHEWS: 
H. Con. Res. 257. Concurrent resolution ex

pressing the sense of Congress with respect 
to political activities on the part of the Chief 
Justice of the United States and the Associa
ate Justices of the Supreme Court of the 
United States; to the Committee on the Judi
ciary. 

By Mr. BOLLING: 
H. Res. 552. Resolution providing for the 

consideration of H. R. 627, a bill to provide 
means of further securing and protecting the 
civil rights of persons within the jurisdic
tion of the United States; to the Committee 
on Rules. 

H. Res. 553. Resolution providing for the 
consideration of H. R. 10765, a bill to amend 
the Longshoremen's and Harbor Workers' 
Compensation Act, as amended, to provide 
increased benefits in case of disabling in
juries, and for other purposes; to the Com
mittee on Rules. 

MEMORIALS 
Under clause 4 of rule XXII, memo

rials were presented and referred as 
follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Memorial of the Legis
lature of the State of Massachusetts, memo
rializing the President and the Congress of 
the United States relative to the proposals 
and recommendations of the President's 
Commission on Veterans' Pensions; to the 
Committee on Veterans' Affairs. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 1 of rule XXII, private 

bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. BALDWIN: 
H. R. 11930. A bill for the relief of Antonia 

Salazar; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. BARTLETT: 

H. R. 11931. A bill for the relief of Robert 
D. Miller, of Juneau, Alaska; to the Com
mittee on the Judiciary. 

H. R. 11932. A bill to authorize the con
veyance of certain lands in Alaska to Martha 
L. Starns as administratrix of the estate of 
Laurence Starns, deceased; to the Commit
tee on Interior and Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. BROYHILL ( by request) : 
H. R. 11933. A bill for the relief of Christos 

Petropoulus; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. BUCKLEY: 
H. R. 11934. A bill for the relief of Antonio 

Segade; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. BYRNE of Pennsylvania: 

H. R. 11935. A bill for the relief of the 
Franklin Institute of the State cif Pennsyl
vania; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr .. HEALEY: 
H. R. 11936. A bill for the relief of Rifke 

Besser; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
H. R. 11937. A bill -for the relief of Nachum 

Pfeifenmacher; to · the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

H. R. 11938. A bill for the relief of Deloris 
Alice Seaton Reid; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. LIPSCOMB: 
H. R. 11939. A bill for the relief of Daniels 

Fomenko; to the Committee on the Judi
ciary. 

H. R. 11940. A bill for the relief of Mrs. 
Miriam Tsai; to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary. · 

By Mr. REED of New York: 
H. R. 11941. A bill to provide for the quit

claiming of the title of .. the United States 
to the real- property known as the Barcelona. 

Lighthouse Site, Portland, N. Y.; to the Com
mittee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. SHEEHAN: 
H. R. 11942. A bill for the relief of Carl J. 

Warneke; to the Committee on the Judi
ciary. 

By Mr. SMI!l"H of Kansas: 
H. R. 11943. A bill for the relief of Ryoichi 

Izawa; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. WILLIAMS of New Jersey: 

H. R. 11944. A bill for the relief o{ Augusto 
Russo; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WILSON of California: 
H. R. 11945. A bill for the relief of Nicholas 

Sandoval-Flores; to the Comµuttee on the 
Judiciary. 

H. R. 11948. A bill for the relief of Desmond 
Bryan Boylan; to the Committee on the Ju
diciary. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of rule XXII, petitions 

and papers were laid on the Cler.k's desk 
and ref erred as follows: 

1155. By Mr. SHORT: Petition of Miss 
Jewel Estep, of Star Route, Ozark, Mo., ~.nd 
other citizens of that community, urging the 
passage of H. R. 7922 and H. R. 8000, which 
would prohibit the serving of alcoholic bev
erages to persons on aircraft in flight; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com
merce. 

1156. By Mr. SMITH of Wisconsin: Reso
lution adopted at the 36th annual conven
tion of the Wisconsin Federation of Business 
and Professional Women's Clubs, Inc., held 
at Green Lake, on June 15-17, 1956, in sup
port of the St. Lawrence Seaway and the 
deepening of Great Lakes connecting chan
nels and urging Federal appropriation to im
plement this work; to the Committee on 
Appropriations. 

1157. By the SPEAKER: Petition of Mrs. 
Carl Romanik, State legislation chairman, 
Wisconsin Federation of; Business and Pro
fessional Women's Clubs, Inc., Milwaukee, 
Wis., petitioning consideration of their reso
lution with reference to commending the 
President, and the Congress and the Wiscon
sin delegation for their accomplishment in 
the recent adoption of authorizing legisla
tion for deepening of the connecting chan
nels of the Orea t Lakes, in order to exten,d 
channels of St. Lawrence Seaway depth 
throughout the Great Lakes system, etc.; to 
the Committee on Appropriations. _ 

1158. Also, petition of E. J. Wohlgemuth 
· and others, St. Louis, Mo., expressing interest 
in the bill H. R. 9065, to amend the Railroad 
Retirement Act of 1937 to provide increases 
in benefits, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com
merce. 

1159. Also, petition of J. Kasselmann and 
others, St. Louis, Mo., expressing interest in 
the bill H. R. 9065, to amend the Railroad 
Retirement Act of 1937 to provide increases 
in benefits, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce. _ 

1160. Also, petition of Mrs. L. Swinehart, 
Washington, D. C., relative to "ignorance of 
the law is no excuse," etc.; to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

1161. Also, petition of the president, Dis
trict of Columbia Bankers Association, Wash
ington, D. C., relative to stating that the 
association e:K:ert every effort within its power 
to help secure the estab~ishment of an orderly 
procedure for relocation of Federal agencie.s, 
etc.; to the Committee on Public Works. 

1162. Also, petitton of the assistant city 
clerk, Los Angeles, Calif., requesting the· en
actment of such legislation as is necessary to 
permit recipients of aid to the aged to earn 
$50 a month, which amount shall not l;>e 
taken into consideration in computing aid 
to such recipients·; to the · Committee on 
Ways · and Means. 
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EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS 

Status of Forces Agreements 

EXTENSIO~ OF REMARKS 
OF 

HON. FRANK T. BOW 
OF OHIO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, June 25, 1956 

Mr. BOW. Mr. Speaker, in an exten
sion of remarks made in debate on the 
amendment I offered to the Mutual Se
curity Act of 1956, my colleague from 
Minnesota said that for us to insist on 
full sovereignty over every American sol
dier off duty wherever he is would re
quire us to withdraw United States 
troops from all foreign bases, that it 
would mean abandoning the world to 
the Kremlin. He said the adoption of 
the Bow amendment would force us · to 
give up the whole program of world se
curity and withdraw from all our for
eign bases; that at one stroke the Krem
lin would have won. This is a good ex
ample of the scare argument which pro
ponents of the status of forces agree
ments advance as a last resort. 

There has never been any proof of
fered that this would be true. In hear
ings before the Foreign Affairs Commit
tee no country was named as having de
manded the right to prosecute our serv
icemen as a condition for permitting 
them to help defend that country. 
Granting Iceland exclusive criminal 
jurisdiction over our troops has not 
prevented a demand that we leave. If 
our troops are permitted to stay it will 
not be because they can try our men in 
their courts. It will be because the 
money we pour into Iceland through 
manning the air base there accounts for 
about 20 percent of the gross income of 
that country. 

Tied in with the scare argument is a 
bit of smear technique. There is the 
covert suggestion that anyone who now 
seeks to recover constitutional rights for 
our servicemen is in league with Russia. 
The smear has often been substituted 
for argument by advocates of a cause 
when not sure of their position. I do 
not think it will receive credence in this 
instance. There are too many loyal, 
forthright, patriotic Americans who are 
demanding that the- status of . forces 
agreements be changed. The agree
ments contain provisions and the pro
cedure for seeking modification. I pre
sume even the molders of the agreements 
thought these might be needed and used. 
"Such agreements are often revised," a 
court in Japan observed in an opinion 
last month in a case in which an Ameri
can officer was a defendant. 

This Japanese court, in the same opin
ion, also said: 

It is a well-established rule of internation
al law that an armed force stationed in a 
foreign country in accordance with a treaty, 
is not subject to civil or criminal jurisdic
tion of the receiving state. 

The same persons who seek to scare 
and smear will also sneer at that state-

ment. They will say that a similar dec
laration by Chief Justice Marshall in 
1811, the opinions of our Supreme Court 
in two later decisions, our position taken 
in the Supreme Court of Canada in 1943, 
the declaration of this rule of interna
tional law in the Uniform Manual of 
Courts-Martial, are all wrong. In order 
to ignore authority to the contrary they 
announce dogmatically that such a rule 
did not exist and seek to quell remon
strance with this scare, smear, and sneer 
logic. Our internationally minded 
statesmen stubbornly refuse to make an 
effort to improve the position in which 
they forced our servicemen. They re
fuse to use the provisions of the agree
ment which make revision possible. 

The President's Plan for Medical Insur• 
ance for Federal Employees Is a Fla
grant Act of Favoritism Toward Big 
Insurance Companies and Tends To
ward Monopoly in the Health Insur
ance Field 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OF 

HON. FRANK THOMPSON, JR. 
OF NEW JERSEY 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, June 25, 1956 

Mr. THOMPSON of New Jersey. Mr. 
Speaker, on May 29, 1956, I commented 
on a report of a Federal interagency 
committee relating to the health services 
to Federal employees. I said at that 
time that the report showed that al
though adequate employee health serv
ices are available in many Federal es
tablishments, inadequate services or no 
service at all are available to a substan
tial number of employees. It is believed 
that some heads of agencies neither fully 
realize the value of such health pro
grams nor realize the extent to which 
they exist in private employment. 

Recently, the administration has rec
ommended to the Congress a very limited 
proposal to help provide for a part of 
major medical expenses for the employ
ees as an amendment to the Federal Em
ployees Group Life Insurance Act of 
1954. It is my belief that this proposal 
is entirely inadequate. What is needed, 
I believe, is legislation which would pro
vide basic protection against routine 
medical expenses. In such a plan, the 
costs should be borne equally by the Fed
eral Government and by the employees. 
Medical, surgical, and hospital care 
should be provided with a payroll deduc
tion for the employee portion of the cost. 
In addition, the use of nonprofit medical 
service plans, where they are available, 
should be encouraged. 

In this connection I would like to take 
this occasion to point out that the policy 
resolution adopted at the AFL-CIO 

merger convention -relating to Federal 
employees called for a-

Hospital and medical insurance program 
for Federal employees with employee repre
sentation in administration of plan and 
Federal Government to underwrite at least 
50 percent of the total cost, and with ad
ministrative principles consistent with those 
approved by the AFL-CIO for administra
tion of health and welfare funds negotiated 
with employers in private industry. 

I would like to say that my reasons for 
opposing the administration's medical 
insurance plan are as follows: 

First. The proposal is a flagrant act 
of favoritism toward private commercial 
insurance carriers and tends toward 
monopoly in the health insurance field. 

Second. The major medical expense 
plan proposed by the administration dis
criminates against the lower paid Fed
eral employees. The great majority of 
Federal employees receive less than 
$5,000 per year. Many of these em
ployees have no basic health services and 
many others have only the very mini
mum coverage. 

Third. Few if any of these low-income 
employees would receive any return 
from such a major medical insurance 
plan as the administration proposes be
cause they cannot afford the expense of 

. medical, surgical, and hospital care to 
the extent of the deductibles proposed: 
namely, $100 medical, $250 surgical, and 
$500 hospital for each individual. 

Fourth. The medical insurance plan 
put forward by the present administra
tion does not encourage preventive medi
cal care which is so desirable. Rather, 
it discourages such care by providing for 
large deductions of charges as mentioned 
previously. The provision that benefits 
start only after other insurance or serv
ices are fully met is discriminatory and 
it discourages comprehensive basic 
health care and penalizes those who are 
already providing themselves with com
prehensive medical care. 

Fifth. The administration plan, even 
after the large deductibles, provides only 
partial indemnity for medical and hos
pital expenses of exceptional or severe 
illness. 

Sixth. The coverage provided in the 
administration plan for retired employ
ees is even more limited in that they 
are required to pay the first $200 of medi
cal care and are given no reimbursement 
for hospitalization. 

For these reasons, Mr. Speaker, I be
lieve this proposal for major medical 
insurance put forward by the adminis
tration puts the cart before the horse or, 
as someone said the other day, it finishes 
the roof before the foundations have 
even been laid. 

On the other hand, if a program such 
as I propose is adopted, namely, 50-per
cent participation by the Federal Gov
ernment plus payroll deduction for the 
employee's share of the cost for basic 
medical, surgical, and hospital care, the 
cost of a major medical program to sup
plement the basic program would be 
drasticaHy reduced. 
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No layman can estimate the cost of about his character and devotion to duty. 

the President's program because it is so . Mrs. Kiel, the State of Oregon, and the 
entwined with the reserves in the life·: ,Nation-can ·be proud of this boy. 
insurance program. 

trained to make each :flight pleasant as 
well as free from danger, and all the 
latest conveniences are available for 
comfort. 

Let me make rnsself perfectly clear. 
I am not opposed to a major. medical
insurance program but it is quite clear 
that a basic health program of the type 
I propose should come first. 

I believe that my position parallels 
that of the representatives of the Blue 
Cross hospital service plan, the Blue 
Shield medical service plan, Group 
Health Association, the International 
Association of Machinists AFL-CIO, and 
perhaps other organizations. 

For these reasons, I am introducing a 
bill to provide the kind of basic program 
which I feel should be enacted into law 
before the administration program is 
adopted by the Congress. 

This legislation, I might add, was 
largely developed by the International 
Association of Machinists AFL-CIO and 
I want to commend William H. Ryan, 
president and legislative representative 
of district No. 44, International Associa
tion of Machinists AFL-CIO, for his 

' leadership in this matter. 

Antarctic Airstrip Named for Oregon 
Serviceman 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OF 

HON. SAM ·COON 
OF OREGON 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, June 25, 1956 

Mr. COON . . Mr. Speaker,"under unan
imous consent I am having printed in the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD a tribute to an 
Oregon boy who was killed in the Antarc
tic while serving with the United States 
Navy on Operation Deepfreeze. The 
Navy has seen fit to name· an airstrip for 
this lad who gave his life in the service 
of his country. 

Max R. Kiel AirstriP in Little America 
V commemorates a Joseph, Oreg., Navy 
man who was · killed in the Antarctic 
while participating in Operation Deep
freeze last March 5. 

A Seabee driver second class, Kiel was 
killed when the 35-ton tractor he was 
driving crashed into a snow crevasse 
about 110 miles from Little America V. 

He was the son of Mrs. Roma Irene 
Kiel, Box 32, Joseph, Oreg. Kiel was a 
member of a tractor train carrying drums 
of fuel oil and gasoline to a point 250 
miles from Little America. 

The airstrip was named for Kiel on 
March 10 and appropriate ceremonies 
were held. 

It seems fitting to me that this Oregon 
serviceman should be honored for sacri
ficing his life while helping our country 
.to conquer the vast unknown that char-
acterizes this area o·f the world. · -

To me, Max Kiel is a hero just as are 
those wh_o died in battle, for he, too, was 
participating in a battle-a · battle 
against the elements of that land .of the 
unknown. 

Although I did not know Max person
ally, I have heard mariy fine · reports 

Pan American A.irline 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OJ' 

HON. JAMES T. PATTERSON 
OF CONNECTICUT 

As I have shown in previous remarks, 
this safe service is essential to New Eng
land's economic future. Latin America's 
raw materials and markets are vital to 
our growing defense industries. I have 
also shown how needed expanded service 
is to vacationers and tourists. I have 
not, however, mentioned the great diplo
matic services which such a Pan Ameri-

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES can traffic would provide the Nation. 
By linking the whole east coast with 

Monday, June 25, 1956 Europe, Asia, and Latin Ame:rica, Pan 
Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. Speaker, it is American would keep America much 

a proven fact that New England needs better informed on recent developments. 
another airline to service its expanding Political, business, and industrial rep
economy, vital defense plants, and travel- resentatives from all nations could reach 
ers. The airline best qualified to provide our shores much more quickly with the 
this service is Pan American. As I have service Pan American would like to pro
shown in previous remarks, Pan Ameri- vide. Similarly, our representatives 
can cannot only provide the quickest and could be sent all over the world quickly, 
most thorough service, but it can also directly, and safely with such a service. 
provide the safest. Militarily, such a traffic could also be 

Pan American has a brilliant safety . used as a basis for future troop move
history. Its accident record is excellent. ments and as a training medium for 
I would like to show the reasons for this maintenance crews in the event of a 
fine performance. world conflict. In this shadowy world 

In the first .place, only the most mod- of suspicion, where quick developments 
ern planes are used. Pan American air- can have far-reaching consequences, 
craft are equipped with all the latest the service Pan American offers would 
safety devices which enable them to fly be a tremendous diplomatic and military 
under any conditions anywhere in the advantage against the Communist bloc. 
world. Its equipment is the most com- So in concluding, Mr. Speaker, I hope 
f ortable and the safest available in pas- the Civil Aeronautics Board will pay the 
senger service today. closest attention to Pan American's re-

But fine equipment alone is not quests to provide the vital service which 
enough. Pan American takes many New England and the entire Nation 
more precautions. To make triply sure, needs so urgently. Such service is es
each plane and each piece of equipment sential for economic, travel, diplomatic, 
is tested thoroughly at all altitudes, in and military reasons. Pan American can 
an . conditions, and at all times of the provide it in the safest and most thor
year before it carries one passenger or ough way. 
one piece of freight. And before each 
flight, highly trained mechanics and 
technicians give · each plane a micro
scopic going-over. Every grease spot 
and scratch is serviced before the plane 
taxies on the runway. If there seems to 
be the slightest fault anywhere in the 
craft, it is replaced by one fresh off the 
production line or completely repaired 
until perfectly sound. 

Further precautions are made because 
Pan American realizes that there is a 
human element which is very important 
in every flight. All Pan American per- . 
sonnel, from the pilot to th~ desk clerk, 
are thoroughly trained. They must un
dergo frequent rigid physical tests to 
determine their reactions to all condi
tions. Eyesight and reflexes must be 
perfect. Before flying a Pan American 
plane all personnel must have had long 
hours of experience in the air so that 
each piece of machinery is completely 
familiar, every airport recognizable, and 
every rattle can be fixed in a jiffy. 

To provide still another check Pan 
American has a special training program 
to teach a pilot how to react to emer
gencies. He must undergo, in practice, 
every type of possible accident so that 
he will know exactly what to do in ca·se 
trouble develops on a real flight. He is 
trained to fly over and land on iand and 
sea and is taught how to make his pas
sengers feel totally comfortable and safe 
at an · times. Hostesses are similarly 

Washington State Lawyers Want Social 
Security Coverage 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OF 

HON. RUSSELL V. MACK 
OF WASHINGTON 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, June 25, 1956 

Mr. MACK of Washington. Mr. 
Speaker, the Washington State Bar Asso
ciation recently took a post-card poll 
of its members on whether lawyers fa
vored being included under the Social 
Security Act coverage. 

This poll of Washington attorneys re
vealed that the lawyers of the State of 
Washington favor almost 2 to 1 being 
included under social-security coverage 
even on a compulsory basis. 

Here are the results of the post-card 
vote among lawyers on social security in 
Washington State as reported by the 
Washington State Bar News, official or
gan of the bar association: · 

1. Do you favor coverage of self-employed 
lawyers within the Social Security Act on a 
voluntary basis? Yes, 1,667; no, 206; 149 not 
voting. 

2 . . Do you favor coverage of self-employed 
lawyers within the Social Security Act on a 
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New England and Latin America compulsory basis? Yes., 911; no, 855; 3.15 
. not voting. · 

3. Do you favor complete exclusion of self
employed lawyers from the Social Security 
Act? Yes, 16-7; no, 1,432; 482 not voti;ng. 

4. If your answers above to questions 1 
and 2 show that you favor voluntary cov
erage but oppose compulsory coverage, what 
is your choice if voluntary coverage is not 

. obtainable? In that event do you favor: 
Compulsory coverage, 1,141; complete exclu
sion, 542; 398 not yoting; 

It is hoped that the United States 
Senate · soon will pass tne· social-security 
bill which the House of Representatives 
passed almost 13 months ago. This bill 
provides social-security · coverage for 
lawyers and for dentists. 

Sfatus-of-F orces Agreements 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OF 

HON. FRANK T. ·BOW 
OF OHIO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, _ June 25, 1956 
Mr. BOW. Mr. Speaker, some· of my 

colleagues in discussing the status-of
forces agreements seek to infer that 
those who desire a modification of the 
agreements are trying to save our serv
icemen from all punishment for any 
wrong they may commit. 

At the same time · we have compari
sons of sentences being offered to show 
that servicemen are not punished as 

· severely in foreign courts as they are by 
· courts-martial. Apparently those who 
fear our men might escape punishment 
are also torn by the fear they may be 
punished too much. 

The men who are presently serving 
sentences in prisons abroad as a result 
of this easy justice of foreign courts 
know what they would have preferred. 
They almost unanimously told our col
leagues who visited them that they would 
have preferred to have been tried by 
court-martial, by their compatriots. 
Whatever the sentence, they felt they 
would have received the advantages of 
our system of justice and the protection 
of eur Constitution. They would have 
had a fair trial by American standards, 
not measured by the deceptive standards 
set up in article VII of the NATO Status 
of Forces Agreement, or by the vagaries 
of foreign justice. 

This claim that penalties are easy in 
a foreign court is not supported by the 
case of one of our servicemen in Italy 
which has just been revealed. · He ·was 
found guilty of robbery without intent to 
steal and sentenced to 2 years' imprison
ment with a fine of 30,000 lire. It is 
scarcely necessary to point out that a 
crime defined with such contradiction on 
its face does not exist in our jurispru
dence. This conviction is difficult to 
justify even in Italy since there was tes
timony indicating that the soldier had 
only recovered from a young woman 
money which he had previously given to 
her. 

The defenders of the status agreements 
who point to sentences in foreign courts 
as justification for the· abandonment of 

. our servicemen's rights belong· to that 
cult which presumes all of the-.accused 
are guilty. A mitigated .sentence is little 
solace to the victim of questionable jus
tice. 

Results of 1956 Questionnaire 

REMARKS 
OF 

HON. PATRICK J. BILLINGS 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Monday, June 25, 1956 

· EXTENSION ·OF ;REMARKS 
OF 

HON. JAMES T. PATTERSON 
OF CONNECTICUT 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
- Monday, Ju'f!,e 25, 1956 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr . . Speaker, the 
people of New England are intensely in
terested in the forthcoming decision of 
the Civil Aeronautics Board to allow ex
panded and improved. air passenger serv
ice between our region, Florida and Latin 
America . . 

Mr. HILLINGS. Mr. Speaker, follow- we of New England, Mr. Speaker, real-
ing my custom of previous years, I re- ly need such expanded service. The air-

. cently sent an opinion questionnaire to way between the Northeast and Florida 
the Democrat and Republican voters.who is officially deemed to be the heaviest 
reside in the 25th Congressional Dis- traveled: in the world. Between Boston 
trict in order to obtain their views on and Miami, however, it is served by only 
some of the important issues facing our one carrier; · between New York and 
country. Miami by:two. On the Washington-Chi-

Thousands of replies have been re- cago line the public has a choice of five 
ceived in response to my questions. So · carriers-all of them-prosperous. 
~any. replie~ have been received tha~ it The people of Southern New England 
1s an 1mposs1ble task to answer each m- liave been particularly hurt by the inade
dividually. A large number o~ peo:I?le quacy of fair ·carrier schedules from there 
added comments to the questionnaire to Miami ·and Latin America. Further
which has increased _the .v~lue of the more, restrictions on operations within 
poll as a gauge of pubhc opm10n. the area and in other areas on the east 

Mr. Speaker, we who serve the Amer- coast have hampered them. 
ican peop.le have an obligation to se~k To meet these needs, two airlines are 
out the views of those who~ we repre- now seeking to provide direct service 
sent. I am pleased a1;d gr_a~ified _a~ the from Boston to Miami. They are North
response of those pubhc-sp1nted citizens east and Pan American Airlines both of 
who haye written ~o me and I wish to which enjoy the suppo·rt of many distin
take thlS opportunity to thank each of guished men here from both sides of the 
them. aisle. 

The following is the compilation of I am particularly interested in Pan 
answers: American's application. It proposes to 

1. Are you satisfied with the Eisenhower- link its· European and Latin American 
Dulles foreign policy? Yes, 72 percent. operations with the Northeast by provid
No, 18 percent. No opinion, 10 percent. ing one-plane, one-carrier service along 

2. Should the United States send arms to 
Israel? Yes, 17 percent. , No, 67 percent. No our east coast to and from cities in Flor-
opinion, 16 percent. ida and Latin America. 

3. Are the united states immigration laws Such a service by Pan American offers 
too severe? Yes, 16 percent. No, 69 percent. tremendous advantages to our people. 
No opinion, 15 percent. In the first place, :ran American is ac-

4. Should the Federal gasoline tax be in- knowledged · to be the only applicant 
creased to provide more adequate highways? which could begin frequent schedules im
Yes, 42 percent. No, 48 percent. No opinion, mediately upon ·authorization by the 
10 percent. . 

5. Do you believe existing Federal laws pro- Civil Aeronautics. Furthermore, the 
vide adequate old-age benefits for our senior most modern passenger aircraft should 
citizens? Yes, 43 percent. No, 43 percent. be used. Also, Pan American proposes a 
No opinion, 14 percent. unique all-cargo service. Under their 

6. Should the-Federal Government encour- plan Boston and New York would serve 
age private _industry to provide workers with as our gateways for passenger and cargo 
a guaranteed annual wage? Yes, 32 percent. service to Miami and all Latin America. 
No, 53 percent. No opinion, 15 percent. This would benefit New England enter-

7. Should the Federal Government spend 
money to .help the individual States build pris~ tremendously. As the Nation's old.
more schools? Yes, 58 percent. No, 33 -p~r- est industrial region, New England has 
cent. No opinion, 9 percent. closer historical and economic ties with 

a. Local authorities have primary respon- Latin America than does any other re
sibility for control of smog. Should the gion. Our industries, particularly the 
Federal Government assume a .more active great number serving the national de
role to help solve the smog problem? Yes, fense, urgently need Latin American raw 
56 percent. No, 36 percent. No opinion, 8 materials to manufacture their products. 

-percent. · F th . hb t th t 
9. The Federal Government has eliminated ur ermore, our ne1g ors o e Sou h 

segregation in the armed services and in the provide us with tremendous and rapidly 
District of Columbia. It has also supported growing markets for our finished goods. 
racial integration· in the public schools. Do This applies particularly to the peo
you believe these measures are sufficient? ple of my district, whose well-being deep
Yes, 64 percent. No, 19 percent. No opinion, ly concerns me. A great many people in 
17 percent. 

10. In your opinion, whose legislative the Naugatuck Valley are employed in . 
policies would be best, if serving as Presjdent industries which rely almost complete
of the United States? Eisenhower, 88 per- ly upon Latin American materials. Many 
cent. ·Kefauver, 4 l'ercent. Stevenson, 8 of ·these people maKe products for de
percent. - · fense. As the economies of New Eng .. 
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land, especially of my district, and· Latin 
America become more and more closely 
interrelated, such· service as Pan Amer
ican Airlines offers becomes tremendous
ly important. 

Such an expanded service would also 
facilitate vacation travel between the 
two areas. Many people from Florida 
and foreign cities beyond like to spend 
some of the summer in New England. 
We look forward to· seeing them, just as 
we look forward to visiting them in the 
winter months. Many of us know from 
firsthand experience the difficulty of 
getting a plane reservation at the peak 
of the vacation season. 

If Pan American is authorized to start 
passenger and cargo service to and from 
Latin America and Florida and New Eng
land, all these problems will be solved. 
It would mark the beginning of a new 
era for United States airline transporta
tion within the Western Hemisphere. 
Not only would it supply one-carrier, one
plane :flights from New England to Latin 
America, but it would provide through 
service from both areas to European 
ports of call. . There would be no more 
long and irksome delays and transfers. 

So in closing, Mr. Speaker, I hope that 
Pan American Airlines will get the 
chance to provide their excellent ~erv
ices. They would be a boon to the whole 
to eastern and South America, and to 
New England in particular. 

Polisb Workers' Courage 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OF 

HON. GEORGE M. RHODES 
OF PENNSYLVANIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, June 25, 1956 

Mr. RHODES of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, the spontaneous uprising of 
Polish workers in the city of Poznan on 
the eve of the 15th anniversary of the 
death of the great Polish patriot, Ig
nace Jan Paderewski, is an inspiring 
example of the courage and determina
tion of the Polish people to regain their 
birthright of freedom. 

Eyewitness reports from western ob
servers attending the industri~l fair in 
Poznan confirmed the heroic demonstra
tions protesting working conditions, lack 
of food, and poor living standards. The 
revolting Polish workers attacked Com
munist headquarters and government 
buildings and clashed with tanks and 
troops, according to these reports. 

The Polish uprising comes 3 years 
after the revolt ·of Qerman workers in 
East Berlin and again shows the willing
ness of these patriots to lay down their 
lives for freedom. It is dramatic proof 
that the people behind the Iron Curtain 
have not succumbed to the evil forces 
of totalitarianism and tyranny. 

Mr. Speaker, by their courage and 
daring, these Polish patriots have again 
shown the world that the spirit of free
dom never dies in the hearts and minds 
bf the Polish people. As so many times 
in their history, the Poles have once more 
proved that the sp~1:k of human freedom 

can never be extinguished. They have 
given hope to the world that the day will 
come when that spark will burst into a 
flame and Poland will again take its 
place in the front ranks of the free na
tions of the world. 

Status of Fore es Agreements 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OF 

HON. FRANK T. BOW 
OF OHIO 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, Jun_e 25, 1956 

Mr. BOW. Mr. Speaker, under leav.e 
to extend my remarks I wish to call to 
the attention of the House a letter to the 
editor of the Evening Sun, of Baltimore, 
Md., which was publisheC: on June 22, 
1956, as follows: 

TREATY QUESTIONS 

To the EDITOR OF THE· EVENING SUN: 
Srn: Your June 14 editorial in defense of 

the status-of-forces treaties suggests a num
ber of questions. 

Suppose, for illustrative example, that two 
Americans, stationed in a foreign country 
with which one of these treaties is in force, 
are on an off-duty basis. Suppose that they 
drink too much liquor, get into an argu
ment with a native of that foreign country, 
and kill him in the course of a resulting fight. 

Suppose that one of them is in the Ameri
can diplomatic· service and is in that foreign 
country because he went there of his own 
free choice and prefers to be stationed there 
rather than at home. Suppose that the 
other is in the American military service 
and was sent to that foreign country against 
his will as a result of being drafted into the 
Army. Suppose that he would much prefer 
to be back in the United States defending 
his country on his native soil. 

Would both these American partners in 
the same crime have exactly the same status? 
Would the courts of that foreign country 
have exactly the same primary jurisdiction 
over both of them, and have it for exactly 
the same reasons, and be able to exercise it 
in exactly the same ways? 

Have these status-of-forces agreements 
been negotiated for the United States by 
persons in the American diplomatic services? 
If so, have the agreements conformed to the 
old Army rule to the effect that the cooks 
should be required to eat the same food 
they serve up to the soldiers? 

Your June 14 editorial indicates that these 
status-of-forces agreements have been 
worked out on some sort of discriminatory 
basis, whereby the United States gives some 
foreign countries relatively much more pri~ 
m.ary jurisdiction over Americans than it 
gives to others. 

Can you tell us who decided upon these 
discriminations between various countries to 
which we are bound by agreements? And 
can you tell us the criteria upon which these 
discriminations are based? 

Any factual information you may choose 
to give in response to these questions will be 
appreciated by the undersigned. And pos
sibly also by other Evening Sun readers who, 
like myself, have not had opportunities to 
analyze the status-of-forces agreements, and 
whose information about them has been de
rived from arguments for or against made 
by partisan advocates or opponents. · 

JOHN J. IAGO. 
Baltimore, June 15. 
(EDITOR '.S NoTE.-All our correspondent's 

questions apparently revolve around _two 

points: Why shouldn't servicemen be treated 
in exactly the same manner as members of 
~iplomatic missions? Why shouldn't the 
various agreements with different countries 
on jurisdiction over servicemen be uniform? 

(The relative handful of diplomatic mis
sion members make their case a highly 
special one, which has traditionally been 
dealt with by the device of diplomatic im
munity. The hundreds of thousands of 
servicemen stationed abroad obviously pre
sent a wholly different problem. To insist 
that the two problems should be dealt with 
in precisely the same fashion seems to us 
to ignore the quantitative difference as well 
as the differing functions of the two groups. 

(The lack of uniformity in agreements 
with various countries was designed to pro
vide exactly the protection which the oppo
nents of the arrangements are so worried 
about. Foreign countries are granted pri
mary jurisdiction over American servicemen 
only to the extent that we are convinced the 
foreign legal and penal system will riot work 
an undue hardship on·delinq'Uent American 
servicemen.) · 

This · letter poses several questions to 
which every Member of the House 
should give serious thought. Even the 
State Department could not answer the 
questions completely without consider
able embarrassment. It is not surprising 
that the editor of the Sun failed in his 
note to justify this discrimination be
tween diplomatic and military person
nel. 

The different functions exercised by 
diplomats .and the Armed Forces do not 
extend to either group when off .duty. 
A diplomat can operate a motor vehicle 
as recklessly as a serviceman. If he 
snould commit a serious crime such as 
homicide on his own time as it were, his 
diplomatic connections do not make the 
crime m,ore palatable to foreign na
tionals than a life offense by a service
man. 

"Quantitative difference" is a fancy 
way of saying there are fewer persons 
in diplomatic service . than in military 
service. Is this a valid reason for re
lieving the smaller group of any re
sponsibility to foreign courts, but sub
jecting the larger number to all the 
vagaries of foreign justice? 

There is no great lack of uniformity 
in our agreements which surrender crim
inal jurisdiction over our servicemen to 
foreign countries. The NATO Status of 
Forces Agreement covers 14 countries, 
the agreement with Japan is practically 
identical, other Executive agreements 
which surrender jurisdiction do so in 
similar terms. The real lack of uni
formity is in the laws of the various 
countries. This subjects our men to 
different forms of Jµstice and varying 
degrees of punishment for the same of
fense in different countries. 

The editor is sadly misinformed if he 
believes that · "Foreign countries are 
g-ranted primary jurisdiction over Ameri
~an servicemen only to the extent that 
we are convinced the foreign legal and 
penal system will not work an undue 
hardship on delinquent American serv
icemen." The facts are that the State 
Department and the Defense Depart
ment had made no effort to inform them
selves concerning foreign laws or penal 
conditions before these agreements were 
made. The Defense Department for 
~xample gi~ not complete a stµdy of the 
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laws of Japan until 2 years after the 
agreement went into effect and after 49 
or more of our men had been tried and 
imprisoned there. 

Through belated studies of foreign 
laws, orde,red by the Senate, the Judge 
Advocate General of the Army has found 
that it is impossible for an accused to 
receive a fair trial by our standards in 
any foreign court, if you consider that 
the accused automatically loses certain 
rights granted by our Constitution, such 
as a presumption of innocence, burden 
of proof on the prosecution to establish 
guilt beyond a reasonable doubt, pro
tection against self-incrimination and 
against use · of involuntary confessions. 

Congress has now provided counsel for 
the accused because the Defense Depart
men admitted that this was necessary 
in order to try to protect United States 
persoririel against the disadvantages of 
these agreements. Such counsel, how
ever, cannot restore to an accused the 
constitutional rights which he loses 
through these agreements. Neither can 
counsel protect the accused who prose
cutes an appeal against the tendency of 
foreign appellate courts to punish him 
for so doing by increasing the penalty 
imposed. 

It is regrettable that editors who seek 
to mold public opinion or to advise their 
readers as to issues of the day do not 
a1ways · secure all the available facts be
fore taking their persuasive pens in 
hand. 

The Administration's Medicinal Insurance 
Plan for Federal Employees is a Make
shift and Ramshackled Affair, Accord
ing to John Cramer ,of -the Wa~hington 
Daily News 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OF 

HON. FRANK_THOMPSON, JR. 
OF NEW JERSEY 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, June ·25, 1956 

Mr. THOMPSON of New Jersey. Mr. 
Speaker, I would like to take this occa
sion to point out that a policy resolution 
adopted at the AFL-CIO merger con
vention relating to Federal employees 
called for a- . 

Hospital and medical insurance program 
for Federal employees with employee repre
sentation in administration of plan and Fed
eral Government to underwrite at least 50 
percent of the total cost, and with adminis
trative principles consistent with those ap
proved by the AFL-CIO for administration 
of health· and welfare funds negotiated with 
employers in private industry. 

In support of the administration's 
medical insurance plan for Federal em
ployees the! Civil Service Commission 
claims, among other things, that most 
Federal employees carry basic hospital 
and surgical insurance to take care of 
the first need. · The Civil Service Com
mission also maintains that those Fed
eral employees who do not have such 
insurance can get it at the local level for 
a modest cost. In August 1954, however, 
Nelson Rockefeller testified in favor of 

a radically different -plan which would 
have provided basic coverage just as does 
a bill I have introduced, H. R. 12005, to 
provide for Government contribution 
toward personal health service benefits 
for civilian employees in the Federal 
service. Mr. Rockefeller said at that 
time that: 

I think the interesting factor is that here 
with families having- incomes between $2,000 
and $4,000 only 51 percent have some cover
age, and that is the group in which the bulk 
of the Government employees are. We can 
consider they are typical of the United States 
average that on1y about 51 percent of the 
Federal employees in this wage group would 
have any hospitalization insurance and that 
is _the most common area for them to take 
coverage in. 

In a statement I submitted to the Post 
Office and Civil Service Committee of the 
House of Representatives on June 29, 
1956, in support of my bi11, I said, in part: 

If a program such as I propose in a bill, 
H . R . 12005, I introduced on June 27, 1956, is 
adopted, namely, 50-percent particlpation by 
the Federal Government plus payroll deduc
tion for the employees' share of the cost for 
basic medical, surgical, and hospital · ~are, 
the cost of a major medical program to sup
plement the basic program would be dras
tically reduced. • • ·• Let me make myself 
perfectly clear. I am not opposed to a. major 
medical-insurance program, but it is quite 
clear, or so it seems to me and to others, that 
a basic health program of the type put forth 
in my H. R. 12005 must come first. I believe 
that my position roughly parallels that of the 
representatives of the Blue Cross hospital 
service plan, the Blue Shield medical service 
plan, Group Health Association, the Inter
national Association of Machinists, AFL-CIO, 
and perhaps other organizations who have 
testified, or will testify, before your commit
tee on the administr.atlon's 1956 plan for 
medical insurance. 

I was very interested, Mr. Speaker, to 
read in the Washington Daily News of 
July 2 a really excellent article by John 
Cramer, one of the outstanding reporters 
in the Nation's Capital, entitled, ''Why 
Free Medical Insurance Plan Is Op
posed." 

Mr. Cramer writes that: 
On the surface, the administration's major 

medical proposal ls pretty, indeed. It would 
protect employees against most expenses of 
catastrophic-type illness or injury. And it 
carries the alluring tag: This is free . It will 
cost you nothing. Search beneath the sur
face, however, and you'll find the plan a ram
shackled affair-and, above all, a makeshift 
affair. 

It was painfully assembled over many 
months after the administration found it too 
difficult to keep its original 1954 promise of 
a basic health-hospital insurance plan for 
Federal employees-as distinct from major 
medical. -

Because the President publicly was com:.. 
mitted to a health program of some s·ort, his 
aids had to come up with something. • 

What the Pr~sident's· aids came up 
with should, and must, be painstakingly 
examined. So far, it looks like a gold
brick. John Cramer has carefully ex
amined it in his article of July 2, an arti
cle so important that I include it here for 
the information of my colleagues. 

WHY FREE MED.ICAL INSURANCE PLAN IS 
OPPOSED 

(By John-Cramer) 
This ls for the many Federal . employees 

who can't ·understand why th.ere should be 

opposition to the administration pl~n to 
grant free major medical insurance to United 
States workers and their families. 

Here is why: 
-'l'he plan would hurt many employees

and actually increase their out-of-poeket;. 
medical expenses. · 

It very possibly would hurt as many as it 
would help. 

It especially would hurt thousands of mar
ried women who now provide health insur
ance for their .families. 

It clearly would discriminate against or
ganizations such as Blue Cross, offering pre-' 
paid hospital_ services, and Blue Shield, offer
ing prepaid surgical services. . 

On the surface, the administration's major 
medical proposal is pretty, indeed. It 
would . protect employees against most ex
penses of catastrophic-type illness or inj.ury. 
And it carries the alluring tag: "This is free. 
It will cost you nothing." 

MAKESHIFT 

Search beneath the surface, however, and· 
you'll find the plan a ramshackle affair
and, above all, a makeshift affair. 

It was painf~lly assembled over · many 
months after the administration found it too 
difficult to keep its original _ 1954 promise of 
a basic health-hospital insurance plan for 
Federal employees-as distinc.t from major 
medical. 

Because the .President publicly was· com-' 
mitted to a health program ·of some sort 
his aides had to qome up wlth something. ' 

So ·they came up with major medical. 
But let's look beneath the surface. Let's 

look first at what the plan would do to or
ganizations such as Blue Cross -and Blue 
Shield. 

There are two basie types of health-hospi
tal protection. They compete against each ' 
other. · · · 

1. The insurance company or lridemnity
type offers speclfic dollar_ amounts for s,Pecific 
illnesses, injuries,- or periods of hospitaliza
tions. 

2. The service type Blue- Cross and Blue 
Shield plans deal only indirectly in dollars. 
Instead, they offer prepaid days of hospi
talization, or prepaid surgical services. 

The administration proposal would dis
criminate against Blue Cross and Blue Shield 
because: . 

They would be frozen completely out of 
the Federal employee major medical field
even though they already operate to a large 
extent in that area and plan to expand into 
it further. Under the administration pro
posal, major medical protection would be 
handled exclusively by insurance companies, 
and by Federal employee unions with their 
own insurance-type plans. 

Blue Cro~s _and Blue Shield not only would 
be frozen out of major medical. They actu
ally. would be forced to trim back the pro
tection plans they now offer-in order to 
mesh them into the insurance company-con
trolled. major medical prqgram. 

Under the administration plan, employees 
and the dependents would be protected 
against 75 percent of all major medical ex
penses after the first $500 of hospital ex
p~nse_, first $250 of surgical expense, and 
first $100 to $200 of medical-care expense 
( depending on the employee's income) • 

BEYOND 

Blue Cross and Blue Shield offer plans 
whose benefits usually go well beyond these 
dollar limits-. 

And about half of all Federal employees
here and elsewhere--have Blue Cross and 
Blue Shield coverage. 

Once the administl'.atlon major medical 
proposal went into effect, however, Blue Cross 
and Blue Shield say they would be forced 
to repackage and downgrade their own. basic~ 
coverage plans for United States workers. 

Blue Cross would, offer hospital protection 
only up-to 'the $500 limit in the major medi~ 
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cal plan. Blue Shield would offer surgical 
and medical-care protection only up to the 
$200 and $10Q-$200 limits. · 

And, as a result, many employees would 
find themselves with less real protection than 
they now have. · 

Instead of near 100 percent ·protection 
against certain brackets of health cost, they 
would have only the 75-percent protection·· 
of the major medical · plan. 

In recent testimony before a House com
mittee, Washington's Dr. Donald Stubbs, 
speaking for Blue Shield plans, cited an 
actual case to illustrate how the adminis
tration plan would increase out-of-pocket 
medical expenses for many employees. · 

FILES 

His case came from the files of Medical 
Science of the District of Columbia, of which 
he's president of trustees. 

It involves a male employee who had both 
Blue Cross (group hospitalization) and Blue 
Shield (medical service) covel'.age. 

He incurred $1,301 in hospital . expenses 
and $500 in surgeon's fee-a total of $1,801, 
which Blue Cross-Blue Shield paid in full. , 

·But · had the major medical plan been in 
effect, and had this same employee been cov
ered by downgraded Blue Cross and Blue 
Shield plans (up to $500 hospital protection 
and $250 surgical} the situation would have 
been far different. 

His downgraded Blue · Cross-Blue Shield 
coverage would have paid $750. 

His major medical coverage would have 
paid thr~e-fourths of the remainder--$788. 

And the employee himself would have had , 
to pay $363, all out-of-pocket loss, traceable 
policy to the major medical plan. 

Here are three other cases which illustra.te 
hqw the major medical plan , would hurt 
many employees--cases from the files of 
Group Hospitalization. 

SENATE 
.TUESDAY, JUNE 26, l95,6 

The Chaplain; Rev. Frederick Brown 
Harris, D. D., offered the following 
prayer: 

Our Father who art in Heaven and 
in the earth and in the hearts of men, 
hallowed be 'Thy name: Give us, we be
seech Thee, that lowly and humble heart, 
emptied-of presumptuous pride, which is 
the only shrine where any altar pleasing 
to Thee can be raised. May our own 
spirits be quarries out of which stones 
for the new temple of humanity may be 
fashioned. 

May those who here serve the public 
weal be wise interpreters of the signs of 
the times, the brave spokesmen of Thy 
will and of Thy truth which sets men 
free from ancient wrongs. Reveal unto 
us the means Thou wouldst have us use 
to establish justice and peace among 
men in all the earth. Make our America, . 
we pray, more and more the hope of all 
who suffer and the dread of all aggres
sors who would enslave the . human 
spirit. We ask in the dear Redeemer's 
name. Amen. 

THE JOURNAL 
On request of Mr. JOHNSON of Texas, 

and by unanimous consent, the reading 
of the Journal of the proceeding's of 
Monday, June 25, 1956,, was dispensed 
with. 

BILL 

Case t: Involved an employee who in
curred a $542.85" hospital bill, and $500 sur
gical bill, a total of $1,042.85 of which Blue 
Qross and ··Blue Shield ,.paid all but $6.10. 
Had the administration plan been in effect,
his downgraded Blue Cross-Blue Shield cov
erage would have paid the first $750, major _ 
medical would have paid 75 percent of the 
remaining $292.85, and the employee would 
have wound up paying $73.46. 

And the employee's out-of-pocket loss, as 
a result of major medical, would have been 
$73.62. 

Case 2: Involved an employee with Blue 
Cross coverage only who incurred a bill (hos
pitalization plus $39 for pathology) of which · 
Blue Cross paid all but $39.30. Had the ad
ministration plan been in' effect, downgraded 
Blue Cross coverage would have paid $500, 
major medical would have paid 75 percent of 
the remainder-and the employee would 
have paid $447.64. 

In this case, the employee's out-of-pocket 
loss would have been $408.34. 

Case 3: Involved an employee with Blue 
Cross and Blue Shield coverage who incurred 
hospital bills for $946.23, and a surgeon's fee 
for $500 which is coverage paid in full. Had 
the administration plan been in effect, his 
downgraded Blue Cross-Blue Shield coverage 
would have paid $750, major m.edical woul~ 
have paid 75 percent of the rest, and the em
ployee would have paid $236.56-all of it 
out-of-pocket loss. 

HOW 

Here is how the administration plan would 
hurt married women in Government. 

Thousands of these women now are en
rolled in Blue Cross or Blue Shield plans 
which provide the only medical · pr0tection 
for their families. In many cases, the 
woman is the one who buys the protection · 

CO~MITTEE MEETINGS D{!RING 
SENA TE SESSION 

On request of Mr. JOHNSON of Texas, 
and by ·unanimous· consent, the follow
ing subcommittees were authorized to 
meet during the session of the Senate 
~day: . 

The Permanent Subcommittee on In
vestigations of the Committee on Gov
ernment Operations; 

The Subcommittee on the Air Force 
of the Committee on Armed Services; 
and 

The Internal Security Subcommittee · 
of the Committee on the Judiciary. 

LIMITATION OF DEBATE DURING 
MORNING HOUR 

- Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi
dent, under -the rule, there will be the 
usual morning hour. I ask unanimous 
consent that statements made . in con
nection with the transaction of the rou- · 
tine morning business be limited to 2 
minutes. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob
jection, it is so ordered. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the· following letters, which were. 
ref erred as indicated: 
REPORT ON COOPERATION WITH MEXICO IN 

CONTROL AND ERADICATION , OF FoO'r-AND
_MOUTH DIS.EASE 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of Agri-· 
culture, transmitting, pursuant to law, a re-

because group coverage is not available to 
her husband. 

If the major medical plan went into 
effect, her Blue Cross-Blue Shield cover
age would be downgraded to major medical 
levels like that of other employees. 

But that's only part of the story. 
Under the administration plan, families 

of married women would not be covered by 
major-medical protection unless the hus
band was physically or mentally unable to 
work. 

Thus, the married woman would lose much 
of the coverage she now has-and be barred 
from the extra coverage extended other em
ployees. 

Let Us Keep Up the Crusade for Freedom 

· EXTENSION OF REMARKS 
OF 

HON. ABRAHAM J. MOLTER 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, June 25, 1956 

Mr. MULTER. Mr. Speaker, wherever 
American citizens are in peril through no 
fault of their own it is the duty of our 
Government to rescue them. 

I ask, what has our Secretary of State 
done to cause the release by Red China 
of the 13 Americans held prisoners these 
many years? 

Their release was promised by Red 
China last September 1955. They &.re
businessmen and Protestant and Cath
olic missionaries. It is high time our 
Government did something· about them. 

port on cooperation of the Unite<.I States 
with Mexico in the control and eradication 
of foot-and-mouth disease, for the month 
of May 1956 (with an accompanying re- . 
port) ; to the Committee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. 
REPORT OF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION, 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

A letter from the Chairman, Public Utili
ties Commission of the District of Columbia, 
Washington, D. C., transmitting, pursuant to 
law, the annual report of that Commission, 
for the year 1955 (with ai;i. accompanying 
report); to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

MEMORIAL 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 

Senate the memorial of Thomas H. 
Feeley, Jr., of Los Angeles, Calif., remon
strating against the sale of pornography 
by Army PX stores, which, with the ac
companying paper, was referred to the 
Committee on Post Office and Civil 
Service. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 
The following reports of committees 

were submitted: 
By Mr. MURRAY, from the Committee on 

Interior and Insular Affairs, without amend
ment: 

S. 3828. A bill to clarify the law relating 
to the grant of. certain public lands to the 
States for school purposes (Rept. No. 2365); 

H. R. 8452. A bill to authorize and direct 
the conveyance of certain tracts of land in 
the State of Mississippi to Ricbard C. French, 
Lewis M. French, and Ruth French Hershey· 
(.Rept. No. 2366); · 

H. R. 10535. A bill to include the present 
area of Zion National Monument within 
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